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Rules and Regulations 


Title 1—GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Chapter I —Administrative Committee 
of the Federal Register 

CFR CHECKLIST 


1965 Issuances 


This checklist, prepared by the Office 
of the Federal Register. Is published In 
the first Issue of each month. It U ar¬ 
ranged In the order of CFR titles, and 
shows the issuance date and price of 
revised volumes and supplements of the 
Code of Federal Regulations issued to 
date during 1965. New units issued 
during the month are announced on the 
inside cover of the daily Federal Regia- 
txx as they become available. 

Order from Superintendent of Docu¬ 
ments. Government Printing Office. 
Washington, D.C.. 20402. 


CFR Unit <asof Jan. 1.1965): Price 

3 1964 Supp_— $1.00 

5 (Supp.). .50 

6 <Rev.\.. 1.00 

7 Parts: 

1-50 < Supp.)_ ... 1. 00 

51-52 Supp. )_-_ 1. 00 

53-209 <Supp.).. 1.00 

210-399 < Supp.).. .65 

900-044 (Rev.)_ 1.00 

945-900 (Rev.). .65 

981-999 (Rev.)__ .55 

1000-1029 (Rev.). 1.00 

1030-1059 <Rev.)_1.00 

1060-1089 (Rev.).. 1.00 

1090-1119 (Rev.)_ .70 

1120-1199 «Rev.)_ 1.00 

. 1.25 

10-11 (Supp.)... . 50 

12 (Supp.)__ .05 

13 (Supp )_ 50 

14 Parts: 

200-1199 (Rev.)___ 1.25 

1200-end (Rev.)_ .35 

1$ (Supp.)--- i 00 

1 ! !fupp.).. 50 

* t“PP >... .70 

19 <Rev.)._ I .I 

a ‘Rev . " "- 1 00 

J3 v.) .... £ 

5KE’.- :™ 

1 !!!! m-h°°> <supp.)_ i.oo 

40-169 (Supp.) I no 

\“ 

300-199 (Supp.)_ 50 

WO-599 (Supp.)..’ 30 

800-^nd (Supp.)_ 40 

2 ‘Supp.)__ 

2 «‘Rev>-"- £ 

»££!. . 

<0-399 'Supp.)_ » n 

mg ?,"*’-•:£ 

»*«&>-—- 1 “ 

38 (Supp.)_----- -* 


CFR Unit (as of Jan. 1,1965)— 

Continued Price 

36 (Rev.)_$2.50 

39 (Supp.)_ 1. 25 

41 Chapters: 

1 (Rev.)_ 2.00 

2-4 (Rev.)_ .70 

18-100 (Rev.)_ 2.25 

101-end (Rev.). 1.25 

42 (Supp.)___ 1.00 

46 Parts: 

1-145 (Supp.)_ . 50 

146-149 (Rev.)_ 2.75 

150-199 (Rev.)_ 1.25 

47 Parts: 

6-19 (Rev.)- 1.00 

20-69 (Rev.)_ 1.50 

70-79 (Rev.).— 1.00 

80-end (Rev.)_ 1.50 

48 (Rev.).. .45 

49 Parts: 

165-cnd (Supp.)_ .40 

50 (Supp.)_ . 60 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter I—Consumer and Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department of 
Agriculture 

SUACNAPTER C—REGULATIONS ANO STAND¬ 
ARDS UNDER THE AGRICULTURAL MARKETING 
ACT OF 1946 

PART 55—GRADING AND INSPEC¬ 
TION OF EGG PRODUCTS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Under authority contained In the 
Agricultural Marketing Act of 1946. as 
amended (7 UJS.C. 1621-1627), the US. 
Department of Agriculture hereby 
amends the Regulations Governing the 
Grading and Inspection of Egg Products 
(7 CFR Part 55) as set forth below. 

Statement of considerations . The 
Department's egg products inspection 
program provides for high standards of 
sanitation, inspection techniques, and 
other requirements. In order to main¬ 
tain these standards, it has been neces¬ 
sary from time to time to amend the 
regulations In line with technological 
advances and other innovations which 
have resulted in product Improvement. 
Such is the case with respect to the 
pasteurization of egg products which are 
processed in plants operating under the 
Department's egg products inspection 
program. 

The amendments require all liquid 
eggs, except whites, including those to 
which Ingredients are added and regard¬ 
less of whether such products are to be 
distributed In liquid, frozen or dried 
form, to be pasteurized to the extent that 
facilities are available beginning June 1. 
1965. All products not pasteurized due 
to the nonavailability of equipment will 
have to be analyzed for the presence of 
Salmonella. When such laboratory 
analyses show evidence of the presence 
of Salmonella, the product will have to 


be pastuerized before being released for 
consumption. 

The amendments require all frozen 
whites to be pasteurized, or analyzed for 
the presence of Salmonella, or heat- 
treated and analyzed for the presence of 
Salmonella beginning June 1. 1965, re¬ 
quire all dried whites, except those pro¬ 
duced from pasteurized liquid, to be 
heat-treated and analyzed for the pres¬ 
ence of Salmonella as of this date, and 
require all liquid whites which are to be 
released into consumptive channels in 
liquid form to be pasteurized or heat- 
treated as of this date. When laboratory 
analysis of frozen whites shows evidence 
of the presence of Salmonella, such 
whites will have to be either pasteurized 
or dried, heat-treated and analyzed for 
the presence of Salmonella prior to being 
released for consumption. Effective 
January 1, 1966. all liquid egg products, 
except whites, will have to be pasteurized. 
Effective June 1. 1966, all egg products, 
except dried whites, will be required to be 
pasteurized regardless of whether dis¬ 
tributed in liquid, frozen or dried form. 
Dried whites, except those produced from 
pasteurized liquid, will have to be heat- 
treated In dried form in such a manner 
as to result In a Salmonella negative 
product. 

This action is necessary because pas¬ 
teurization and heat-treatment are the 
only effective ways known today to elim¬ 
inate Salmonella from egg products. 
Salmonella Is a type of bacteria that Is 
pathogenic and can cause foodborne 
infection. 

Recently a method to commercially 
pasteurize the whites or albumen of eggs 
has been developed. The lack of a feasi¬ 
ble method of pasteurization of whites 
which would not affect their functional 
properties has long been a hindrance to 
requiring pasteurization of all egg 
products. 

The January 1, 1966, effective date is 
set forth for the pasteurization of all 
egg products, other than whites. Includ¬ 
ing those to which ingredients have been 
added. This will give affected persons 
ample time to purchase and Install the 
equipment necessary for pasteurization 
and to make the necessary adjustments 
in their operations. The effective date 
for the pasteurization of liquid and fro¬ 
zen whites is June 1. 1966. The addi¬ 
tional time is needed to perfect, on a 
commercial basis, the recently developed 
method of pasteurization. 

Under certain conditions, three steps 
are necessary In testing for the presence 
of Salmonella. A lot may be determined 
to be Salmonella negative after comple¬ 
tion of step one—growth through differ¬ 
ential agars. If step one Indicates the 
product to be Salmonella positive, step 
two—consisting of growth and testing 
through triple-sugar-iron agar—will be 
performed. If step two indicates Salmo¬ 
nella positive product, the processor may. 
at his option, Immediately pasteurize the 
product or request that the third step— 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


confirmatory test through biochemi¬ 
cals—be performed. If the third test in¬ 
dicates Salmonella positive product, the 
product must be pasteurized. If the 
third test is negative, the product need 
not be pasteurized. 

The fee for conducting Salmonella 
tests is changed from $5 to $6.40 per 
test step on a single sample basis. When 
three or more samples are submitted, the 
fee per sample shall be $5 for step one, 
$3 for step two and $5 for step three. 
This change is necessary because proce¬ 
dures now used are more complex and 
require more time. 

The amendments also require all re¬ 
quired labeling information to be placed 
on the container and prohibit such in¬ 
formation from being placed on a de¬ 
tachable cover such ns a lid. This will 
aid in the control of officially labeled 
product and will be in line with other 
labeling regulations which require all 
labeling information to be on the main 
panel of the container. 

The time required for an applicant to 
request reassignment of a grader in 
plants where applications are in effect 
during off season is changed from 20 
days to 45 days prior to date operations 
arc to resume. This is necessary to give 
adequate time for obtaining qualified 
graders, but does not preclude earlier 
assignment of graders when available. 

The section on egg products contain¬ 
ing 25% percent or more egg solids to 
which 10 percent salt has been added Is 
changed so as to apply to all egg products 
to which 10 percent salt has been added 
regardless of the percent of egg solids. 

Stabilized liquid eggs are presently re¬ 
quired to be cooled to 40 T F. immediately 
following stabilization unless immediate¬ 
ly dried or pasteurized. Pasteurized 
liquid eggs are required to be cooled to 
40 F. immediately following pasteuri¬ 
zation unless immediately dried or sta¬ 
bilized The 40 F. temperature Is raised 
to 45° F. to be consistent with the tem¬ 
perature requirements for nonpasteur- 
lzed and nonstabllized product. 

For stabilized liquid whites which are 
to be dried, provisions are made to hold 
such stabilized product to the extent 
necessary to provide for a continuous 
operation. Experience has shown that 
it is impractical to have a drying capac¬ 
ity which will handle the entire volume 
of product that may be stabilized at one 
time. 

Adjustments are made in the require¬ 
ments pertaining to freezing operations 
so as to provide time for pasteurization 
prior to freezing when such pasteuriza¬ 
tion does not take place immediately 
after drawoff. 

Due to the differences In cleaning and 
sanitizing procedures, the requirements 
concerning the dry cleaning of bags for 
the bag collectors on drying units are 
changed to give more flexibility. 

The amendments permit the use of 100 
percent by volume of nitrogen for the 
gas packing of dried whole eggs because 
it has been determined that under pres¬ 
ent operating procedures. 100 percent 
nitrogen is as effective as a combination 
of nitrogen and carbon dioxide. 

Certain other sections are deleted be¬ 
cause the requirements are no longer ap¬ 


plicable and certain sections are changed 
for the sake of clarity. 

The amendments are essentially the 
same as those proposed in the Federal 
Register of March 16. 1965 <30 F.R. 
3450 > except for the following: Provision 
lo made for the movement of liquid whites 
into consumptive channels In liquid 
form without laboratory analyses when 
such products have been heat-treated 
and the sampling of dried whites which 
have been heat-treated In dried form is 
change® from “one composite sample per 
lot of not in excess of 2,000 pounds" to 
“one composite sample per lot not In 
excess of 4,000 pounds." These changes 
from the proposed amendments are due 
to comments received during rule-mak¬ 
ing procedure and other technical Infor¬ 
mation now available to the Department. 

The amendments are as follows: 

1. The last sentence of S 55.35 Is here¬ 
by deleted and the following sentences 
are added in lieu thereof: 

§ 55.35 Approval of official ideitlifica* 
lion. 

• • • Egg products that are labeled 
“whites and yolks** shall have the total 
egg solids content declared on the label 
If the egg solids content Is less than 25% 
percent. Beginning January 1. 1966, the 
label, as well as the official inspection 
mark if used, shall be applied to the con¬ 
tainer and shall not be applied to a 
detachable cover such as a lid. 

2. Section 55.40 is hereby amended to 
read: 

§ 55. f 0 l’rore*»ing turkey, guinea, duck, 
and goo»e rgg*. 

Edible turkey, guinea, duck, and goose 
eggs may be processed In the official 
plant if such eggs are processed sepa¬ 
rately and properly labeled. The re¬ 
sultant egg product may be officially 
identified with the mark shown in figure 
4 of 4 55.38. 

3. Section 55.66* a • is hereby amended 
to read: 

§ 55.66 Ere product* laboratory unaly- 
#e# fee#. 

(a) For cadi of the following labora¬ 
tory analyses the fee referable thereto 
shall be applicable except as otherwise 
stated in paragraph <b» of this section: 


Fet 

Solid* .$2 80 

Fat. 3.75 

Bacteriological plate count- 2.50 

Bacteriological direct count- 2.50 

E. Coll (presumptive) ............ 2.50 

ColiXorm#---.- 2.60 

Salmonclla (per test atep)»- 6.40 

Yeast and mold count- 2.50 

Solubility-- 1.50 

8ugnr---.-— 5. 00 

Salt. 7.60 

Color: 

NEPA.. 3, 75 

B-carotene_...._.......... 5.00 

Whipping test---.............. 2.50 


* Salmonella test may he In three steps aa 
follows: Step one—growth through differen¬ 
tial agars; step two—growth and testing 
through triple-sugar-iron agar: step three— 
confirmatory test through biochemical#. 
When three or more samples are submitted, 
the fee per sample shell be $6 for step one, 
63 for step two and 65 for step three 


Whipping test plus bleeding.. *3 » 

Meringue test--- 2 &o 

Fat film test_....__ 5 

Oxygen.. 3 71 

Glucose: 

Quantitative ...-......._ 6.25 

Qualitative ..... 3 78 

Portability and odor: 

First sample- 2,50 

Each additional aample.. 1,25 

Organoleptic ....... 2 SO 


4. Section 55.70<b> is hereby amended 
to read: 

§ 55.70 Charge# and oilier provision# 
uhrre application U in effect durinf 
»ea»on of no operation. 


<b> Other provisions. In making a 
request, the applicant shall agree not to 
process or label any product until t 
grader Is reassigned and not to use or 
ship any packaging or labeling material 
bearing the official mark without prior 
approval of a Federal-State Supervisor 
Reassignment of graders will be subject 
to the availability of qualified graders 
and applicants shall request reassign¬ 
ment of a grader 45 days prior to the 
date that operations will be resumed. 

5. Section 55.77 Is hereby amended by 
adding new paragraphs (o) and <p> to 
read: 

§ 55.77 General operating procedure*. 


(o> All pasteurization shall be in ac¬ 
cordance with i 55.101 and product mo? 
be shipped from one official plant to 
another official plant for pasteurization. 
All heat-treatment shall be in accord¬ 
ance with 1 55.103. All sampling for the 
presence of Salmonella shall be in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedures set forth 
In paragraph <p) of this section and 
product shall not be released for distri¬ 
bution until the results of the laboratory 
analyses arc received by the inspector 
If the results of the laboratory analyse* 
are Salmonella negative, the produo 
may be released for consumption If u# 
results of the laboratory analyses are 
Salmonella positive, the product must j* 
pasteurized or In the case of white* w 
either pasteurized or dried, heat-tre*tea 
and analyzed for the presence ofSOJ- 
monella. Salmonella positive Proau« 
may be shipped from the plant only whe 
it is shipped to another official plan* *** 
pasteurization or heat-treatment Ajj 
shipments of products from one omew 
plant to another for pasteurization 
heat-treatment shall be in sealed ca 


or trucks. #h , 

(1) Effective June 1.1965. <1> 

extent that on-site facilities arc iff 
able, pasteurization will be 
all liquid eggs, except whites, wow"* 
those to which ingredients are added 
regardless of whether such P r< *^ ^ 

to be distributed in liquid, froze 
dried form. , 

(ii > When such faciUties are not 
able or are inadequate to pasteup 
liquid produced, samples from eac 
of nonpasteurized liquid shall dc 
lyzed for the presence of 

(ill) Frozen whites shall be 

and or.# 


rvoclmif l-i rvH 
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\ft&\ for the presence of Salmonella, or 
lampled and analyzed for the presence 

of Salmonella. 

(I?) Liquid whites to be released into 
consumptive channels In liquid form 
shall be either pasteurized or heat- 

treated 

tv) All dried whites, except those pro¬ 
duced from pasteurized liquid, shall be 
heat-treuted in dried form and shall be 
sampled and analyzed for the presence 

of Salmoneiia. 

(2) Effective January 1, 1966. All 
liquid egRt*. except whites, including 
those to which Ingredients are added and 
ngirdlcsf of whether such products arc 
to be distributed in liquid, frozen or dried 
form, shall bt pasteurized. 

(3) Effective June 1 , 1966. All liquid 
whites to be released into consumptive 
channels In liquid or frozen form, shall 
be pasteurized. 

<p) (1) For liquid egg products which 
are required to be sampled for the pres¬ 
ence of Salmonella and which have not 
been heat-treated, one sample per lot 
of 6,000 pounds or fraction thereof shall 
be submitted for laboratory analyses. 
The sample shall be a composite con¬ 
sisting of product drawn from each 
batch comprising the lot and such prod¬ 
uct shall be thoroughly churned prior 
to sampling. For continuous type op¬ 
eration.*;, the sample shall be a composite 
consisting of product drawn from ap¬ 
proximately each 300 pounds produced. 
Frozen egg wliites which have been heat- 
treated shall be sampled at the rate of 
one composite sample per lot of not in 
excess of 36,000 pounds. Dried whites 
which have been heat-treated in dried 
form shall be sampled at the rate of one 
composite sample per lot of not In excess 
of 4,000 pounds. Each lot of product 
must be Identified, 

V®.i )orBtory analyses for the pres¬ 
ence of Salmonella shall be made by a 
aooratory approved by the national 
JJVcrvisor and continuing approval will 
oe owed on the results of confirmation 
«mples submitted to a U3DA laboratory 
na analysed at the applicant’s expense. 
5 33.85 (Amended] 


lAw ar ^, aph * <b) nnd (d) Of { 55.85 
cooime operations are hereby 

““ended to read: 


?* u eggs *hall be preco 
“^mperatures that will result In U< 

P *dnrtL CXCeedln * a l^Porature of 
belne ^i.m 0 ^ 451 " 81 othcr than * 

*1thL>n t rf ( bUli l£ or P«f«urtoed. I 

«M^rr7n- ^ f ° regolng - *»»Cll ( 
,v R ® ay * broken: 1 

* l —hinTrlm ^ Uquld Immcdla 
the*. m . r ‘ J c °°led prior to drawol 
(e) th? W u turci spocifled In paragre 
6 <«> of this section 

•uhJbLMS ? 10 w £if h 10 ^ 

up to ( 0 ^" atWed - ma J'beaccumuli 
not hours at a tempera 

.n?% lhe P">*»C 

Liquid Mg/^K P ^5 ed ln a tre * 
held mow th™ er .H^ n wWlea - 11 u 
be reduced ^ f l8ht (8) hours - * 

or less within ^"Wature of 40 
houM f r nm h ,’L on * and one-half (] 
’ ro ° t!me of drawoff and he! 


40* F. or less until stabilizing or pasteur¬ 
izing operations are begun or until de¬ 
livered to the consumer. 

7. Section 55.85(e) Ls hereby amended 
by changing *‘40 # F.” in the first sen¬ 
tence to *'45* F. M 

8. Section 55.85<f) is hereby amended 
by changing ’40° F." in the first sen¬ 
tence to “45* F. M 

9. Section 55.85(g) <1) is hereby 
amended to read: 

(g)(1) Liquid whites that are to be 
stabilized by removal of glucose and dried 
shall be held at a temperature not ex¬ 
ceeding 70* P.: Provided , That the sta¬ 
bilization process Is begun within eight 
(8) hours from time of drawoff. Liquid 
whites held longer than 8 hours shall be 
cooled immediately after drawoff to 55* 
F. or less within one and one-half (1%) 
hours from time of drawoff and held at 
55* F. or less until stabilizing or pasteur¬ 
izing operations are begun or until deliv¬ 
ered to the user. Drying shall be carried 
out as soon as possible after removal of 
glucose and the storage of stabilized 
liquid white shall be limited to that nec¬ 
essary to provide for a continuous 
operation. 

10. Section 55.85(1) Is hereby deleted. 

11.8ection 55.88(b) Is hereby amended 

to read: 

§ 55.88 Freezing operation*. 


(b) All nonpasteurlzed egg products 
which are to be frozen shall be solidly 
frozen or reduced to a temperature of 
10* F. within 60 hours from time of 
drawoff and all pasteurized egg products 
which are to be frozen shall be solidly 
frozen or reduced to a temperature of 
10* F. within 60 hours from time of 
pasteurization. The temperature of 
products not solidly frozen shall be taken 
at the center of the package to deter¬ 
mine compliance with this section. 


12. Section 55.92<b), the introductory 
text of (c), and (g) are hereby amended 
to read: 

§ 55.92 Spray proce«* drying operation*. 


<b> When nonpasteurlzed liquid whole 
eggs and yolks are preheated, they shall 
be heated to a temperature of not less 
than 138 3 F. 

(C) Low pressure liquid egg lines, high 
pressure pumps, low pressure pumps, 
homogenize!* and pasteurizers, unless 
cleaned by acceptable in-place cleaning 
methods, shall be dismantled and cleaned 
after each day’s operation except that 
when a batch of stabilized liquid has not 
been completely dried at the end of the 
day s operation, cleanup may be delayed 
until the remainder of the batch has 
been dried. 


(g) Drying units used for other than 
drying albumen shall be cleaned and 
sanitized at least once each week and the 
primary chamber shall be cleaned when¬ 
ever wet powder is encountered. Bags 
for bag collectors shall be dry cleaned or 
laundered as often as needed to maintain 
them ln a sanitary condition. Drying 


units used for drying albumen shall be 
operated in a clean and sanitary manner. 
• • • • • 

13. Section 55.101 (b) is hereby amended 
and a new (c) is added to read: 

§55.101 PnMctirization of liquid egg*. 


<b) Pasteurizing operations. The 
strained or filtered liquid egg shall be 
flash heated to not less than 140“ F. and 
held at this temperature for not less than 
minutes. The flow* diversion valve 
shall be adjusted so that all liquid not 
meeting the temperature requirements 
shall be diverted to a receiving tank. 
The sanitary pipe leading from the flow 
diversion valve shall be dismantled, 
cleaned, and sanitized and the flow 
diversion valve flushed with cold water 
whenever a 30-mlnute time Interval has 
elapsed between use and re-use. The 
pasteurizing equipment shall be disman¬ 
tled. cleaned, and sanitized at the end 
of each day's operation. If the eggs are 
pasteurized within 30 minutes after time 
of breaking, they need not be chilled to 
45* F. prior to pasteurization. Immedi¬ 
ately after pasteurization, the liquid eggs 
shall be cooled as provided in 6 55.85 un¬ 
less they are dried immediately. 

(c> Other acceptable methods. Other 
methods of pasteurization may be ap¬ 
proved by the national supervisor upon 
receipt of satisfactory evidence that such 
methods will result in a Salmonella nega¬ 
tive product 

14. Paragraphs (a) (2) and (3) of 
l 55.102 are hereby amended and (b) (3) 
la deleted. The affected paragraphs read 
as follows: 

§ 55.102 Can parking dried whole egg a. 


(a) Gas packing facilities. • • • 

(2) The gassing equipment used shall 
be capable of partially evacuating the air 
from the cans and introducing, as a re¬ 
placement for the evacuated air. a gas 
mixture consisting of 100 percent by vol¬ 
ume of nitrogen or a mixture of nitrogen 
and carbon dioxide, provided the carbon 
dioxide does not exceed 20 percent. 

<3) The equipment used to supply the 
nitrogen and carbon dioxide shall have 
flow meters or similar devices so that 
there is evidence of the percent by volume 
of the gases used. 


(b) Gas packing operations. • • • 
<3) lDeleted] 


15. A new 9 55.103 Is hereby added to 
read: 

§ 55.103 Ural treatment of while*. 

(a) Liquid whites. Where heat treat¬ 
ment of liquid whites is required, product 
shall be heated throughout to a minimum 
temperature of 132° F. or higher and held 
at that temperature for at least 2 
minutes. 

(b) Dried whites. Where heat treat¬ 
ing of dried whites is required, product 
shall be heated throughout for such 
times and at such temperatures as win 
result In Salmonella negative product. 
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<c> Other acceptable methods. Other 
methods of heat treating may be ap¬ 
proved by the national supervisor upon 
receipt of satisfactory evidence that such 
methods will result In a Salmonella nega¬ 
tive product. 

Done at Washington. D.C., this 28th 
day of April 1965. to become effective 
June 1.1965. 

G. R. Grange. 

Deputy Administrator . 

Marketing Services. 

|FR Doc. 65-4618; Filed. Apr. 30. 1965; 

8:48 urn] 


Chapter VII—Agricultural Stabiliza¬ 
tion and Conservation Service (Ag¬ 
ricultural Adjustment), Department 
of Agriculture 

SUBCMAFTER B—FARM MARKETING QUOTAS 
AND ACREAGE ALLOTMENTS 

| Amdt. 4) 

PART 717—HOLDING OF REFERENDA 
ON MARKETING QUOTAS 

Subpart—Regulations Governing the 
Holding of Referenda on Marketing 
Quotas 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

1. Basis and purpose . The amend¬ 
ments herein are Issued pursuant to and 
in accordance with the Agricultural Ad¬ 
justment Act of 1938. as amended, par¬ 
ticularly as amended by Public Law 
89-12. 79 Stat. 66. approved April 16. 
1965, which directs the Secretary to hold 
a special referendum of farmers engaged 
in the production of flue-cured tobacco 
of the 1964 crop to determine if they 
favor or oppose the establishment of 
marketing quotas on an acreage-pound¬ 
age basis in lieu of quotas on an acreage 
basis which are now in effect for the 
1965-66. 1966-67. and 1967-68 marketing 
years. The purpose of these amend¬ 
ments is to (1) amend the authority 
clause contained In the regulations in 
this part to include Public Law 89-12. 79 
Stat. 66. <2> change the time of voting 
in the States of Florida, Georgia. North 
Carolina. South Carolina, and Virginia 
to give flue-cured tobacco producers in 
those States an adequate opportunity to 
vote In the special referendum (in view 
of the small number of flue-cured 
tobacco producers in Alabama, no change 
In voting hours is necessary In that 
State to Insure flue-cured tobacco pro¬ 
ducers adequate opportunity to vote In 
the special referendum), and (3) add 
a new J 717.16 to make It clear that the 
regulations contained In this part arc 
applicable to all referenda required to be 
held by the Agricultural Adjustment Act 
of 1938. as amended. 

Notice was given (30 F.R. 5641) that 
the Secretary was preparing to issue 
regulations for the conduct of the special 
referendum required to be held pursuant 
to Public Law 89-12 to which the amend¬ 
ments herein will be applicable. The 
data, views, and recommendations per¬ 
taining to the regulations In this part 
which were submitted pursuant to such 
notice have been duly considered within 
the limits permitted by the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Since the special referendum pursuant 
to Public Law 89-12 must be held within 
30 days after proclamation of the na¬ 
tional marketing quota for flue-cured 
tobacco pursuant thereto, it is hereby 
found and determined that these 
amendments shall become effective upon 
filing with the Director. Office of the 
Federal Register in order to facilitate 
preparations for holding the referendum. 

2. The authority clause contained In 
the regulations Immediately following 
the table of contents In this part Is 
amended to read as follows: 

Authority: || 717.1 to 717.16 Issued under 
k€CM. 312. 317. 336. 343. 354. 358. 376. 377. 52 
8 Ut. 46. 55. 56. 61, 68 . aji amended. 55 Stat. 
88 . 70 8tat. 208. as amended. 79 Stat. 86; sec*. 
106. 112. 70 8tat. 191, 195; 7 U.S.C. 1312. 
1317, 1336. 1343, 1354. 1358. 1375. 1377. 1824. 
1836 

3. Section 717.5 Is amended to establish 
6 a m. as the time that polls shall be 
opened and 8 p.m. as the time that polls 
shall be closed on the date fixed for hold¬ 
ing a referendum in the States of Flor¬ 
ida. Georgia. North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Virginia. 

4. A new $ 717.16 is added to read as 
follows: 

§717.16 Applicability. 

The regulations contained in this part 
shall be applicable to all referenda on 
marketing quotas held pursuant to the 
Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended. Including referenda under 
Public Law 89-12. 

(See*. 312. 317, 336. 343. 354, 358, 375. 377. 52 
Stat. 46. 55. 56. 61, 66. a* amended. 55 Stat. 
88 . 70 Stat. 206. a* amended. 79 Stat 66; sec*. 
106. 112. 70 8tat. 191. 195; 7 U.8.C. 1312. 1317. 
1336. 1343. 1354. 1358. 1375, 1377. 1824. 1836) 

Effective date. Date of filing with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on April 
28.1965. 

Orville L. Freeman, 
Secretary. 

IFJt. Doc. 65-4598; Filed. Apr. 28. 1965; 
1:40 pm.) 


PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED, DARK AIR-CURED, 
VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, CIGAR- 
BINDER (TYPES 51 AND 52), CIGAR- 
FILLER AND BINDER (TYPES 42, 43, 
44, 53, 54 AND 55) AND MARY¬ 
LAND TOBACCO 

Subp art—Determinations and An¬ 
nouncements of (1) the Amount of 
the National Marketing Quota for 
Flue-Cured Tobacco on an Acreage- 
Poundage Basis for the Marketing 
Year Boginning July 1, 1965, (2) the 
National Averago Yield Goal, (3) 
the National Acreage Allotment, 
and (4) the Reserve for Making 
Corrections in Farm Acreage Allot¬ 
ments, Adjusting Inequities, and 
Establishing Acreage Allotments 
for New Farms 

§ 72 4.3 ir Ha*ii ami purpo«r. 

(a) Sections 724.34r and 724.34s are 
issued pursuant to the Agricultural Ad¬ 


justment Act of 1938, as amended i7 
U.S.C. 1281 ct seq.), and as further 
amended by Public Law 89-12 * 79 SUi 
66), approved April 16, 1965, herrlnafter 
referred to as the Act, to determine and 
announce for flue-cured tobacco for the 
marketing year beginning July 1, 1945. 
under the provisions of Public Law 89- 
12. (1) the amount of the national mar¬ 
keting quota on an acreage -poundage 
basis, <2) the national average yield goal 

(3) the national acreage allotment, and 

(4) the reserve for making corrections in 
farm acreage allotments, adjusting in¬ 
equities, and for establishing acreage al¬ 
lotments for new farms. The determina¬ 
tions by the Secretary contained in sub¬ 
section 724.34s have been made on the 
basis of the latest available statistics of 
the Federal Government. Due consid¬ 
eration has been given data, views, and 
recommendations received from flue- 
cured tobacco producers and others pur¬ 
suant to the notice (30 Pit. 5641 • given 
In accordance with the Administrative 
Procedure Act <5 U.S.C. 1003 >. The Act 
requires the holding of a special referen¬ 
dum of flue-cured tobacco farmers within 
30 days after the announcement of the 
national marketing quota on an acreage- 
poundage basis, the national acreage al¬ 
lotment, and the national average yield 
goal, to determine whether such farmers 
favor or oppose the establishment of 
marketing quotas on an acreage-pound¬ 
age basis as provided in section 317 ef 
the Act for the marketing years begin¬ 
ning July 1.1965, July 1, 1966. and July 1. 
1967, In lieu of quotas on an acreage basis 
in effect for those marketing yean 
Since flue-cured tobacco farmers must 
under section 317 of the Act. be notified. 
Insofar as practicable, of the 1965 crop 
year marketing quotas for their farm* 
prior to the special referendum, it is 
hereby found that compliance with the 
30-day effective date provision of the 
Administrative Procedure Act Is im¬ 
practicable and contrary to the public 
Interest. Therefore, the determination* 
and announcements contained hereto 
shall become effective upon the date of 
filing with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 

<b) Under the formula in the Act the 
basis for determining the reserve suppe 
level depends upon the marketing yej[ 
in which it is determined. 7 UJS.C. 1W1 
<b)-(10) (B), (11)(B>. (12). <14 
The present marketing year began on 
July 1, 1964 and ends on June 30, 19w* 
7 U.8.C. 1301(b)(7). On November 2?* 
1964, the reserve supply level for flue- 
cured tobacco was determined to w 
3,231.2 million pounds (29 F.R. 
and the reserve supply level so deter¬ 
mined is used for the purposes of u* 
determinations in I 724.34s. 

(c> The carry-over of flue-cured to* 
bacco on July 1, 1965, Is estimated w 
2.530 million pounds and the 1965 crop, 
based on March 1, 1965. planting tnten* 
tlons of 506.400 acres and an av(Wf 
yield with an allowance for trend, Jb 
mated at 1.152 million pounds Totoc™ 
Situation March 1965. The total supPO 
of flue-cured tobacco for the 19t^ 
marketing year Is. therefore, P rc *f 
estimated at 3.682 million pourwK£ 
450.8 million pounds above the 
supply level. 
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Saturday. May /, 1965 

it i estimated that 800 million 
pounds of i ue-cured tobacco will be uti¬ 
lized In the United States during the 
19SW6 marketing year, and 475 mil¬ 
lion pounds will be exported In that mar¬ 
keting year. This compares with the 
present estimates for the 1964-65 mar¬ 
keting year, for which actual data for 
the first 8 months arc available, of 785 
million pounds for domestic utilization 
and 455 million pounds for export. The 
estimates for the 1965-66 marketing year 
take into account an expected increase 
in cigarette consumption and an ex¬ 
pected Increase In exports because of im¬ 
proved quality in the leaf marketed under 
the acreage-poundage program. 

<e> It is determined that It Is desir¬ 
able to effect an orderly reduction of 
supplies to the reserve supply level, and. 
therefore, a downward adjustment in a 
national marketing quota of 1.275 mil¬ 
lion pounds should be made. Accord¬ 
ingly, the national marketing quota for 
flue-curod tobacco for the marketing 
year beginning July 1. 1965, Is deter¬ 
mined to be 1,126 million pounds. This 
is less than the maximum reduction of 
15 per centum permitted by the Act, but 
bo further reduction is deemed desir¬ 
able because experience gained from 
actual operations under the acreage- 
poundage program is lacking, and a 
sreater reduction would not effect an 
orderly reduction to the reserve supply 
level 

it) It U determined that the national 
marketing quota of 1,126 million pounds 
in view of the anticipated carryover will 
Injure an adequate supply of flue-cured 
tobacco for the 1969-66 marketing year. 

<*) The "national average yield goal” 
has been determined to be 1.85* pounds 
off 11 k* 5 kcci determined that 
r"* }le i d wlD improve or insure the usa- 
ouity of flue-cured tobacco and increase 
we net return per pound to the growers, 
in making this determination consldera- 
7** **» to research data of the 
Agricultural Research Service of the Dc- 
wmment and one of the land-grant col- 
ISffrJ Hue-cured tobacco area. From 
w* best information available this is the 
owy relevant research data bearing dl- 
r ,Ji y the statutory factors. The 
^reh conducted by the Agricultural 
tW^ h ,S rviee covcre d the years 1959 
tkm “ nd m#d « •« coopera- 

St ^ te a « rtc ultural experiment 
^Mtmwienusis. The flue-cured variety 
"' W-rtovenU was Hicks, and 
test nwTUf ?!?,_ %eT * condu cted on 68 
W ,Tom Virginia to 

and nrHnff 1 theB ? tosts the best cultural 
to Practice* were used in order 

T 1 *- coking quality. The aver- 

> '30 to 2^3 a lru h by fi y / ars ranKed trom 
1,»24 rwi i,.., w 'to a 6-year average of 

tocmbTS^.fS M U " t *- Th <‘ expcrl- 
ducted "»t^*v, tuHd-grant college was con- 
year* locations for the past 2 

Practices 4 •?L V ? ryln * levcl » of cultural 
Pounds ,OWcr ,evcl averaged 1.976 

Pounds for t£f 1 £J 1 ° m, I ered wlth 2 673 
toe tobacco pvels - However, 

for tlSu P f^«*d «t the low yield sold 
toWcTI^twJ P er P° u od than the 
and the^!?^y* l , Kt , tbc higher yields, 
cents rer lf d lf ct,on w “ only 2 

yields. A^ U rJL,u iBt l er ^ on toe lower 
* result of this research it 

Ho. lAHHHHHBHHHHHHHHi 


was recommended that a national aver¬ 
age yield goal of between 1.800 and 1,900 
pounds would allow the production of 
good quality tobacco at relatively low 
production coats per pound with present 
technologies. 

(h) The national acreage allotment Is 
607,335.49 acres, determined in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of the Act by 
dividing the national marketing quota of 
1,126 million pounds by the national av¬ 
erage yield goal of 1.854 pounds. 

(I) In accordance with the provisions 
of the Act a reserve from the national 
acreage allotment Is established In the 
amount of 785.68 acres for making 
corrections in farm acreage allotments, 
adjusting inequities and establishing al¬ 
lotments for new farms. New farms in 
1965 under the acreage program received 
a total of 98.33 acres of allotment, and 
116.03 acres of the reserve will be used 
for these new farms under the acreage- 
poundage program. This amount will 
permit an upward adjustment In the 
same proportion that allotments for old 
forms are to be adjusted upward under 
the acreage-poundage program. It Is 
estimated that the remainder of the re¬ 
serve acreage will be adequate to make 
corrections in farm acreage allotments 
and to adjust inequities. 

(J) Consideration In the light of the 
latest available statistics of the Federal 
Government has been given as to 
whether any of the types of flue-cured 
tobacco should be treated as a kind of 
tobacco pursuant to the proviso In section 
301(b) (15) of the Act- Many recom¬ 
mendations were received to the effect 
that no action should be taken under 
this provision of the statute. On the 
other hand In the case of Brown, et al. v. 
Freeman, now' pending In the courts, it is 
alleged that type 14 tobacco should be 
constituted as a separate kind of tobacco 
under this proviso. It Is contended In 
that case that the fact that less type 14 
tobacco in recent years has been placed 
under price support loans through the 
Stabilization Corporation furnishes a 
factual basis to constitute this type of 
tobacco as a separate kind. However, 
tobacco placed with the Stabilization 
Corporation is not removed from the 
channels of trade, the greater part of the 
tobacco so placed in prior years has been 
purchased by the tobacco trade, and 
stocks held by the Stabilization Corpora¬ 
tion Include substantial quantities of all 
types of flue-cured tobacco. Many of 
the recommendations received. Including 
recommendations from fanners who are 
also tobacco grad as, were to the effect 
that the various types of flue-cured to¬ 
bacco arc not distinguishable on visual 
inspection. One farmer who is also a 
grader stated that It was possible to dis¬ 
tinguish between the types of tobacco, 
generally speaking, but that It was more 
difficult to distinguish between types in 
closely related areas such as those pro¬ 
ducing type 14 and 13, 13 and 12. and 12 
and lib. This farmer-grader stated, 
however, that it is not always possible to 
make the distinction even in widely sep¬ 
arated types, and he also stated that 
there were as many variations in quality 
and desirability within a type as between 
types and that highly desirable tobacco 


of each type and undesirable tobacco of 
each type was produced. 

He recommended that no action be 
token to separate the types. One of the 
largest manufacturers of cigarettes in 
the United States stated that it could 
use satisfactorily in its blends, tobaccos 
from all the various types of flue-cured 
tobacco and that each type was equally 
satisfactory for Its needs. This com¬ 
pany further stated that an investigation 
of their buying practices over the years 
reveals that their purchases from each of 
the various types had varied from year to 
year as quality and availability might 
dictate, but it had been its practice inso¬ 
far as usability of the crop would allow, 
to spread its purchases over the entire 
flue-cured area and they did not believe 
that any one type had superior qualities 
as compared with any other flue-cured 
type. Another company which is a large 
buyer of flue-cured tobacco for export 
stated that type 14 tobacco under present 
conditions and practices is much less 
desirable than tobaccos from some of the 
other belts. On the basis of present 
available information, it is concluded 
that flue-cured tobacco produced In the 
United States regardless of its type is 
a substantially homogeneous commodity. 
Its principal usage both in this country 
and abroad is in the manufacture ot ciga¬ 
rettes. The individual types have a high 
degree of intorcangcability in their actual 
use and each of these types is readily 
substituted for the others. A comparison 
of nonfarm stocks in the United States by 
quarters from 1957 demonstrates that the 
relationships among stocks of the various 
types of flue-cured tobacco have re¬ 
mained relatively constant during this 
period. A table showing this relation¬ 
ship is attached as Exhibit A. A price 
comparison among flue-cured types since 
1951 shows a close proximity of prices to 
each other. This is shown in Table 12 
of the Tobacco Situation for December 
1964, It is, therefore, determined that 
there is a common demand for flue-cured 
tobacco and no finding is made that 
there is a difference in supply and de¬ 
mand conditions as among such types 
of tobacco which results in a differ¬ 
ence in the adjustments needed in the 
marketings thereof in order to main¬ 
tain supplies In line with demand. 
Accordingly, the determinations in sec¬ 
tion 724,34s are issued on the basis 
that flue-cured tobacco comprising 
types 11, 12, 13, and 14 Is a kind of 
tobacco for the purposes of the Act for 
the marketing years 1965-66. 1966-67, 
and 1967-68. As indicated above the 
case of Brown, ct al. v. Freeman, is now 
pending In the courts. The time for 
applying for a writ of certiorari in this 
case has not expired and no determina¬ 
tion has yet been made as to whether 
such a writ will be applied for. In the 
event that it is decided that a petition for 
a writ of certiorari will not be filed, any 
additional consideration, action or de¬ 
termination required by the decision and 
Judgment of the court of appeals will be 
undertaken expeditiously. 

(k) Many recommendations were re¬ 
ceived against taking any action under 
section 313(D of the Act One company 
made a general recommendation that a 
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small move in this direction might well be 
taken. No action may be taken under 
tills section of the Act unless a sub¬ 
stantial difference exists In the usage 
or market outlets for any one or more 
of the types comprising the kind of 
tobacco. On the basis of the facts 
heretofore recited in connection with 
the consideration of section 301(b) 
(15), It is determined that there is no 
substantial difference now existing in 
the usage or marketing outlets for any 
one or more of the types of flue-cured 
tobacco and, therefore, no action is taken 
under this section of the statute. In 
addition, paragraph (i) of section 313 
of the Act applies only to marketing 
quotas and acreage allotments estab¬ 
lished pursuant to section 313. It is. 
therefore, concluded that, notwithstand¬ 
ing section 4 of Public Law 89-12, the 
better view is that section 313(1) of the 
Act should not be applied to acreage al¬ 
lotments and marketing quotas deter¬ 
mined under Public Law 89-12. 

(1) Recommendations for and against 
were received with respect to taking ac¬ 
tion under the proviso in paragraph (g) 

(1) of Public Law 89-12. It is concluded 
that no determination should be made 
with respect to this proviso at the present 
time since no marketing experience 
under the acreage-poundage program is 
now available. 

§ 72*1.34* Determinations and announce¬ 
ment *• 

(a) National marketing quota for flue - 
cured tobacco on an acreage-poundage 
basis for the marketing year beginning 
July i. 196S. A national marketing quota 
for flue-cured tobacco on an acreage- 
poundage basis for the marketing year 
beginning July 1. 1965, is hereby deter¬ 
mined and announced in the amount of 
1,126 million pounds. Tills quota Is 
based upon an estimated utilization in 
the United States In such marketing year 
of 800 million pounds and exports in 
such marketing year of 475 million 
pounds and a downward adjustment 
which is determined to be desirable for 
the purpose of effecting an orderly re¬ 
duction of supplies to the reserve supply 
level. 

(b) National average yield goal. The 
national average yield goal for flue-cured 
tobacco for the marketing year beginning 
July 1. 1965. Is determined and an¬ 
nounced at 1,854 pounds. This goal is 
based on the yield per acre which on a 
national average basis it is determined 
will Improve or insure the usability of 
flue-cured tobacco and increase the net 
return per pound to growers. 

(c) National acreage allotment . The 
national acreage allotment for flue- 
cured tobacco on an acreage-poundage 
basis for the marketing year beginning 
July 1. 1965. is determined and an¬ 
nounced to be 607,335.49 acres. This 
allotment was determined by dividing 
the national marketing quota of 1,126 
million pounds by the national average 
yield goal of 1,854 pounds. 

(d) Reserve acreage for making cor¬ 
rections in farm acreage allotments , ad¬ 
justing inequities , and establishment of 
acreage allotments for new farms . A 


national reserve from the national acre¬ 
age allotment in the amount of 785.68 
acres is hereby determined and an¬ 
nounced. This reserve is for making 
corrections in farm acreage allotments, 
adjusting inequities, and establishing 
allotments for new farms. 

(Sees. 301. 313, 317. 375. 62 8 taL 38. 47, 66 . 


1317, 1375. Public Law 89-12, app. Apr. 14 
1965) 

Effective date . Date of filing this 
document with the Director. Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on April 
28,1965. 

Orville L. Freeman, 

Secretary . 


as amended. 79 titat. 66; 7 U.S.C, 1301. 1313. 
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TOTAl. STOCKS or FLVKVBKD TOBACCO, Ttris 11-14 AND TEWXXTAOl DISTlUimOK ON QVABTYXLY PaTM, 1*0*1 


Apr. 90, ItU 
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Economic Research Service: Based oo data from quarterly Mocks reports of Africa]'oral Marked** 


(P.R. Doc. 65-4594; Piled. Apr. 28.1965; l :40 p m ] 


l Arndt. 14) 

PART 724—BURLEY, FLUE-CURED, 
FIRE-CURED, DARK AIR-CURED, 
VIRGINIA SUN-CURED, CIGAR- 
BINDER (TYPES 51 AND 52), CIGAR- 
FILLER AND BINDER (TYPES 42, 43, 
44, 53, 54 AND 55), AND MARY¬ 
LAND TOBACCO 

Subpart—Tobacco Allotment and 
Marketing Quota Regulations, 
1963-64 and Subsequent Market¬ 
ing Years 

Establishment of 1965 Acreage-Pound¬ 
age Quotas for Flue-Cured Tobacco 

Basis and purpose. This amendment 
is issued pursuant to the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended 
(7 U.S.C. 1281 et scq.) for the purpose 
of establishing 1965 farm acreage allot¬ 
ments and farm marketing quotas under 
the acreage-poundage program for flue- 
cured tobacco authorized by Public Law 
89-12. approved April 16, 1965. 


Public notice of intention to issu*> 
amendment was given (30 F.R. 
accordance with the Admin istrative pro¬ 
cedure Act (5 U.S.C. 1001—101X > 
Paragraph (a) of the N»end»e» 
makes the amendment applicable o i 
to the determination of 1965 farm 
age allotments and farm ©a***®? 
quotas for flue-cured tobacco on an sct 
age-poundage basis. The 
adds a new section to the tobacco** 
ment and marketing quota tesm^ 
for 1963-64 and subsequent 
years. Paragraph (a) in aJces i 1 clear 
certain sections of these regulations^ 
apply insofar as applicable ^ ^ 

larly that the farm acreage anow* 
and farm marketing quotas urn* df 
acreage-poundage program w „ 
termined initially by the county com m * 
tee subject to review and 
representative of the State agaJJ 
The procedure for doten^ntn* # 
acreage allotments under the # 

poundage program Is set out - 
graph (b). Public Law * t j or 
video that the farm acreage allots 
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Saturday . May 1, 1965 


*n old tobacco farm under the acreage- 
pourxUce program for flue-cured to¬ 
bacco for 1965 shall be determined by 
adjusting the 1965 farm allotment deter¬ 
mined on an acreage-poundage basis so 
that the total of all allotments is equal 
to the national allotment less the re¬ 
serve. Provision Is also made for ad¬ 
justment. downward or upward to re¬ 
flect adjustments In the farm marketing 
quota for vrrmarkcttng or undermar- 
ketihg and for adjustments for viola¬ 
tions. Since this is the first year of the 
program there will be no adjustments 
for oYcrmarketing or undermarketing 
hence provision is made only for reduc¬ 
tions for violations. The national acre¬ 
age allotment less the reserve is 606.- 
549.81 acres. The total amount of the 


1965 acreage allotments for flue-cured 


tobacco for old farms on an acreage 
basis was 514.025.26 acres. The factor 
of 1.18 was determined by dividing the 
808.549 81 acres by the 514.025.26 acres, 
by applying this factor to the 1965 farm 
acreage allotment on an acreage basis, 
the provbioiis of the statute for uniform 
adjustment will be achieved. Acreage 
allotments for flue-cured tobacco for 
1985 on an acreage basic for new farms 
have been ditcrmlned on the basts of 
land, labor and equipment available for 
the production of tobacco, crop-rotation 
practices, soil and other physical factors 
affecting the production of tobacco and 
the past tobacco producing experience of 
the farm operator. The total amount of 
new farm allotments for 1965 which have 
previously been determined Is 98.33 
acres. The reserve for new farms under 
jhfi acreage -poundage program has 
been determined to be 116.03 acres. A 
factor of his Is obtained by dividing the 
116 03 acres by 98.33 acres. The amend¬ 
ment provides for the application of this 
factor to the new farm allotment on an 


•create basis to obtain the new farm 
allotment on an acreage-poundage basis, 
since the factors for determining new 
farm allotments are the same under both 
Programs this procedure conforms with 
vne requirements of Public Law 89-12. 
f (c) sets forth the procedure 

!° r . a<?u?nnlnln £ preliminary farm yields 
Si?; 1 * 1 , 1 and the requirements of 

*M*eraph <d) forth the proce- 
r f0r ^termining farm yields. Pub- 
v.^*" 12 provides that the farm 
int *L BluiU determined by multiply- 
mfn^ C . prr , u J mln «7 farm yield by the 
“Uonal yield factor. The procedure for 
wwnnlnuig the national yield factor 

rruA <1?. f0 "? wcd *et out In para- 
The weighted national aver- 
the computed by multiplying 

fa^hl“^ n ?2 farm y JeW tor each old 
esUhiM^ 6 1905 ,arm acrca B e allotment 
SS™ ™ « ncrcage-poundaRt 
fidd, Tu, ^ lvldln * the total of these 
Pound^h^^i am0Untcd 10 1.204.493.853 
aieiu fcL 91 * national acreage allot- 
the aon^r i ° rapl1 <d> also provides foi 
Iarm ylclds for new 
consideration the 
«Wdrwt? ra Jv n Paragraph (d) which 
stalutory fact0 « lr 

Pi«»t<« i e) *“* (1) we «elf-ex- 

wo and paragraph (g) in accord¬ 


ance with the provisions of Public Law 
89-12 provides that the lease and trans¬ 
fer of flue-cured tobacco allotments for 
1965 which have already been made may 
be approved and ratified but that the 
amount of the allotment transferred 
shall be increased or decreased In the 
same proportion that the allotment of 
the farm from which it la transferred is 
increased or decreased. 

As the special referendum is to be held 
on May 4. 1965, and as a notice of farm 
acreage allotment and marketing quota 
must, by statute (Public Law 89-12), be 
mailed to each operator of a farm hav¬ 
ing a flue-cured tobacco acreage allot¬ 
ment prior to the date of the referendum. 
Insofar aa practicable, it is hereby found 
that compliance with the 30-day effective 
date provision of the Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act is impracticable and contrary 
to the public Interest. Therefore, this 
amendment shall become effective upon 
the date of filing with the Director, Of¬ 
fice of the Federal Register. 

g 721.68 Determining 1965 acreage- 
poundage quoin for flue-cured to¬ 
bacco. 

(a) General, A 1965 farm acreage al¬ 
lotment and farm marketing quota on 
an acreage-poundage basis shall be es¬ 
tablished under the provisions of this 
section for each flue-cured tobacco farm, 
including new farms, for which acreage 
allotments were approved on an Acreage 
basis for 1965. Sections 724.51 through 
724.53 and 61 724 65 through 724.67, In¬ 
sofar as applicable, shall apply to the 
determinations under this section. 

(b) Determining farm acreage allot - 
ments, A 1965 farm acreage allotment 
on an acreage-poundage basis shall be 
determined for each farm for which a 
1965 acreage allotment for flue-cured 
tobacco has been determined on an acre¬ 
age basis pursuant to the provisions in 
this part, Including new farms for which 
acreage allotments were approved on an 
acreage basis for 1965. The 1965 farm 
acreage allotment on an acreage- 
poundage basis shall be computed by 
multiplying the 1965 farm acreage al¬ 
lotment on an acreage basis by a 
national acreage factor of 1.18. The 
farm acreage allotment to which the na¬ 
tional acreage factor shall be applied is 
the 1965 farm acreage allotment after 
lease and transfer of tobacco acreage 
under 8 724.67 of this part, but prior 
to reduction for violation of a marketing 
quota provision under this part, except 
that such allotment shall again be re¬ 
duced for such violation after applica¬ 
tion of the factor. A factor of 1.18 shall 
also be applied to each 1965 new farm 
allotment established on an acreage basis 
under 4 724.62. 

(c> Determining preliminary farm 
yields. A preliminary farm yield shall 
be determined for each farm for which 
a 1965 farm acreage allotment on an 
acreage-poundage basis is established 
under this section, except for new farms 
approved on an acreage basis for 1965. 
as follows: 

(1) Determine an average yield per 
acre for each farm for each year of the 
period 1959 through 1963 by dividing the 
total pounds of flue-cured tobacco pro¬ 


duced on such farm by the total acreage 
of flue-cured tobacco harvested from 
such farm for each respective year. 

<2> Determine a simple average of the 
yields per acre for each farm for the 3 
highest years of the 5 consecutive crop 
years beginning with the 1959 crop year, 
or, if flue-cured tobacco was not pro¬ 
duced on the farm for at least 3 years 
of the 5-ycar period, compute the aver¬ 
age of the yields for the years in which 
tobacco was produced. Then apply the 
provisions of subparagraph <4) of this 
paragraph to the simple average of such 
yields. 

<3) If no flue-cured tobacco was pro¬ 
duced on the farm in the 5-year period 
< 1959-63) but the farm Is eligible for an 
allotment because it has tobacco history 
acreage In the 5-year period <1969-64), 
a preliminary farm yield for the farm 
shall be determined by the county com¬ 
mittee taking Into consideration (i) the 
soil and other physical factors affecting 
the production of tobacco on the farm, 
and (H) the preliminary farm yields de¬ 
termined for other farms in the com¬ 
munity on which the soil and other 
physical factors affecting the production 
of tobacco are similar. If no flue-cured 
tobacco was produced in the community 
in the 6-year period 1959-63, the pre¬ 
liminary farm yield shall be appraised on 
the basis of the soil and other physical 
factors affecting the production of to¬ 
bacco on the farm and the preliminary 
farm yields for similar farms outside the 
community. 

(4) If the simple average of the yields 
for the farm as determined under sub¬ 
paragraph <2> of this paragraph is: <t) 
as much as 80 percent but not more than 
120 percent of the community average 
yield, the preliminary farm yield shall be 
the simple average of such yields: *11) 
more than 120 percent of the community 
average yield, the preliminary farm yield 
shall be the sum of 50 percent of the 
average of the 3 highest yean aud 50 
percent of the national average yield 
goal (1,854 pounds) but not less than 120 
percent of the community average yield 
or more than the average of the 3 highest 
years for the farm: or (ill) less than 80 
percent of the community average yield, 
the preliminary farm yield shall be 80 
percent of the community average yield. 

(5) In applying the provisions of this 
paragraph, a farm that is physically lo¬ 
cated In a community shall be adminis¬ 
tratively located in such community. If 
the farm is physically located in more 
than one community, the farm shall be 
considered as located in the community 
to which it was assigned when the 1965 
farm acreage allotment was established 
on an acreage basis, or. if the farm was 
not assigned to a community when the 
1965 farm acreage allotment was estab¬ 
lished on an acreage basis, the county 
committee shall locate the farm in the 
community in which the principal dwell¬ 
ing Is located or where the major por¬ 
tion of the cropland is located, if there 
Is no dwelling. 

<d) Farm yields . The farm yield shall 
be determined by multiplying the prelim¬ 
inary farm yield by the national yield 
factor of .9349. The national yield fac¬ 
tor was attained by dividing the national 
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average yield goal of 1.854 pounds by the 
weighted national average yield of 1.983 
pounds. Farm yields for new farms for 
1965 shall be that yield, not to exceed 
the community average yield, determined 
for the farm taking into consideration 
the (1) soil and other physical factors 
affecting the production of tobacco on 
the farm, and (2) farm yields determined 
for other farms on which the soil and 
other physical factors affecting the pro¬ 
duction of tobacco are similar. 

<ei Farm marketing quota. The farm 
marketing quota shall be determined by 
multiplying the 1965 farm acreage allot¬ 
ment determined pursuant to paragraph 
(b) of this section by the farm yield. 

(f> Notice of farm acreage allotment 
and marketing quota. An official notice 
of the farm acreage allotment and farm 
marketing quota on an acreage-pound¬ 
age basis shall be mailed to the operator 
of each farm shown by the records of the 
county committee to be entitled to an 
allotment. The notice to the operator 
of the farm shall constitute notice to all 
persons who as operator, landlord, 
tenant, or sharecropper are interested 
in the farm for which the allotment and 
marketing quota is established. Insofar 
as practicable, all notices of farm acreage 
allotments and farm marketing quotas 
shall be mailed in time to be received 
prior to the date of the special referen¬ 
dum to be held on May 4. 1065. 

(g> Lease and transfer . Lease and 
transfer of flue-cured tobacco acreage 
for 1965 under 5 724.67 of this part may 
be approved or ratified by the county 
committee for the purposes of this sec¬ 
tion. but the amount of the allotment 
transferred shall be increased or de¬ 
creased in the same proportion that the 
allotment of the farm from which it is 
transferred is Increased or decreased 
under this section. 

(Sect. 316. 317, 375. 52 8tat. 66. at amended. 
75 Stat. 469, m amended. 79 Stat. 66; 7 U.S.C. 
1314b. 1317, 1375, Public Law 89-12. approved 
Apr. 16.1965) 

Effective date. Date of filing this 
document with the Director. Office of the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington. D.C., on April 
28.1965. 

Oxville L. Freeman. 

Secretary. 

|F.R Doc 65-4596; Filed, Apr. 28. 1965; 

1:40 p.m.) 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market¬ 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, Tree 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

(Valencia Orange Reg. 118J 

PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 

GROWN IN ARIZONA AND DESIG¬ 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 

Limitation of Handling 

8 908.118 Valencia Orange Regulation 
118. 

(a) Findings. Cl) Pursuant to the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908, as amended <7 CFR Part 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

908), regulating the handling of Valen¬ 
cia oranges grown in Arizona and des¬ 
ignated part of California, effective 
under the applicable provisions of the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tions and information submitted by the 
Valencia Orange Administrative Com¬ 
mittee, established under the said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order, and upon other available infor¬ 
mation, it is hereby found that the lim¬ 
itation of handling of such Valencia 
oranges, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register <5 U8.C. 
1001-1011) because the time interven¬ 
ing between the date when information 
upon which this section is based be¬ 
came available and the time when this 
section must become effective in order 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act is insufficient, and a reasonable time 
is permitted, under the circumstances, 
for preparation for such effective time; 
and good cause exists for making the 
provisions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meeting during the current week, after 
giving due notice thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for Valen¬ 
cia oranges and the need for regulation; 
interested persons were afforded an op¬ 
portunity to submit information and 
views at this meeting; the recommenda¬ 
tion and supporting information for reg¬ 
ulation during the period specified herein 
were promptly submitted to the Depart¬ 
ment after such meeting was held; the 
provisions of this section. Including 
its effective time, are identical with the 
aforesaid recommendation of the com¬ 
mittee. and information concerning such 
provisions and effective time has been 
disseminated among handlers of such 
Valencia oranges; It is necessary, in 
order to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. to make this section effective 
during the period herein specified; and 
compliance with this section will not 
require any special preparation on the 
part of persons subject hereto which 
cannot be completed on or before the 
effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on April 29.1965. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti¬ 
ties of Valencia oranges grown in Ari¬ 
zona and designated part of California 
which may be handled during the period 
beginning at 12:01 ajn.. P^.t.. May 2, 
1965. and ending at 12:01 am.. P.s.t., 
May 9, 1965. are hereby fixed as follows: 

(1 > District 1: 350.000 cartons; 

Cli) District 2; 88,776 cartons; 

(111i District3: 125.000cartons. 

(2> As used in this section, "handled.” 
"handler.” "District 1." "District 2." and 
"District 3." and "carton" have the same 
meaning as when used in said amended 
marketing agreement and order. 

(Sect. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U8 C 
601-674) 


Dated: April 30.1965. 

Paul A. Nicholas, 
Deputy Director. Fruit and Veg¬ 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

(F.R. Doc 65-4684: Filed, Apr 30. 1965* 
11:25 a.m ] 


(Lemon Reg. 158, Arndt ! | 

PART 910— LEMONS GROWN IN 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

Findings. 1. Pursuant to the market¬ 

ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 910), 
regulating the handling of lemons grown 
In California and Arizona, effective un¬ 
der the applicable provisions of tbe 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Art 
of 1937, as amended <7 UJS.C. 601-674). 
and upon the basis of the recommenda¬ 
tion and information submitted by t be 
Lemon Administrative Committee, estab¬ 
lished under the said amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order, and upon other 
available information, it is hereby found 
that the limitation of handling of such 
lemons, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

2. It is hereby further found that It U 
Impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary not** 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of ihii 
amendment until 30 days after publica¬ 
tion hereof in the Federal Register i 5 
U.S.C. 1001-1011) because the time in¬ 
tervening between the date when infor¬ 
mation upon which this amendment I* 
based became available and the time 
when this amendment must because 
effective in order to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the act is Insufficient 
and this amendment relieves restriction 
on the handling of lemons grown is 
California and Arizona. 

Order . as amended. The provIskJW 
In paragraph (b)(1) (il) of i WMJJ 
(Lemon Regulation 158. 30 Fit 57w> 
are hereby amended to read as follow* 
§ 910.458 I^mon Regulation 158. 

• • • • • 

(b) Order . (1) • • • 

(11) District 2: 325.500 carton*. 

• • • • * 

(Sect. 1-19. 48 Stat. 31. at amended. 7 
601-674) 

Dated: April 28. 1965. 

Paul A. Nicholson, 
Deputy Director. Fnnt c™ 
Vegetable Division. Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 

(Fit Doc. 65-4617; Filed. Apr. 30. 1#* 
8:48 a,m.| 


(Lemon Reg. 1591 

PART 910—LEMONS GROWN W 
CALIFORNIA AND ARIZONA 

Limitation of Handling 

§ 910.459 Lrmon Regulation 15* 

(a) Findings. (1) FurW* I,l .Jf > ^ 
marketing agreement, as amenaea 
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Order No. 910, as amended (7 CFR Part 
9101 . regulating the handling of lemons 
grown In California and Arizona, effec¬ 
ts under the applicable provisions of 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
874). and upon the basis of the recom¬ 
mendations and Information submitted 
by the Lemon Administrative Committee, 
established under the said amended mar¬ 
keting a^revment and order, and upon 
other available Information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such lemons, as hereinafter provided, will 
tend to effectuate the declared policy of 
the act. 

(2) It Ls hereby further found that it 
Is impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 30 days after publication 
hereof in the Federal Register <5 U.3.C. 
1001-1011) because the time interven¬ 
ing between the date when Information 
upon which this section is based became 
available and the time when this section 
must become effective in order to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the act is in¬ 
sufficient. and a reasonable time is per¬ 
mitted. under the circumstances, for 
preparation for such effective lime: and 
good cause exists for making the pro¬ 
visions hereof effective as hereinafter 
set forth. The committee held an open 
meetliu: during the current week, after 
giving due notioe thereof, to consider 
supply and market conditions for lemons 
and the need for regulation; Interested 
persons were afforded an opportunity to 
submit information and views at this 
oeetlnir: the recommendation and sup- 
porting information for regulation dur- 
hur the period specified herein were 
Pro©Pt!y submitted to the Department 
•ftcr such meeting was held: the provi¬ 
sions of this section. Including its effec- 
Uvc time, are identical with the afore- 
recommendation of the committee, 
formation concerning such provi- 
i3LT nd pfft ‘ ctlve tIme hAS been dissem- 
among handlers of such lemons: 
Uls necessary, in order to effectuate Uie 
** act ’ *> make this 
potion effecthe during the period herein 
; \ IK3 com Ph an ee with this sec- 
tton L 0t r i qu i rc Prepara- 

whUrh r^f t*™ 0 ™ subject hereto 

the 1 com P let «l on or before 

*** hcrcof - Such com¬ 
ity mct ' Un # wtw held on April 27. 

(1> Thc respective quau- 
Kn l? rn ta c *Womto and 
period bMr T 1 n[ nay ** ban dlc<l during the 
kTy j ,£ nmn « « *2 01 ajn., Pj.t.. 

pm.. mL j 9 ttJn - 

follows; 1 1965, arc hereb y as 

(U) I j^ l:7 ' 440cart «“: 

<m) nflw Ct2: 279 ' 000 cartons; 

I 2 i As ubvm 3 - Onllxnltcd movement. 
-OhtriJ * ecUon - “handled.- 

ana cirton- K Dlstr,ct 2 " "District 3.” 
when u^ n 52* \ h f ^ meaning as 

^eement^S!“ ended market ' 

•°l-674) ° 48 8ut ** amended; 7 DS.O. 


Dated: April 28,1965. 

Paul A, Nicholson, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Vege¬ 
table Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 

|FJt. Doc. 65-4618; Filed. Apr. BO. 1965; 
8:48 ajn.) 


Title 19-CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, De¬ 
partment of the Treasury 

ITT). 564021 

PART 10— ARTICLES CONDITIONALLY 
FREE. SUBJECT TO A REDUCED 
RATE. ETC. 

Antiques; Ports of Entry 

The ports designated by the Secretary 
of the Treasury pursuant to hcadnote 2, 
part 11B, schedule 7, Tariff Schedules of 
the United States, for the entry of articles 
claimed to be duty free under item 766.20 
or 766.25 are listed in ft 10.53(e) of the 
Customs Regulations. Developments in 
the trade of these articles make it nec¬ 
essary to designate additional ports for 
such entries. 

Accordingly, to designate all ports in 
specified districts. Including the districts 
in which the ports presently designated 
are situated, f 10.53(e) is amended to 
read: 

§ 10.53 Antique*. 

• • • • • 

(e) Furniture * claimed to be free of 
duty under item 766.20 or 766.25. Tariff 
Schedules of the United States, except 
picture frames classifiable thereunder, 
may be entered for consumption only at 
ports of entry within the following 
districts: 

District No,: Name of District 

i - — Maine and New Hampshire. 

4- — Massachusetts. 

ft.—-Rhode Island. 

6 ~.-.——- Connecticut. 

10 -New York. 

11 -Philadelphia. 

13--Maryland. 

14—--Virginia. 

1ft—-North Carolina. 

16 - — - — — South Carolina. 

17 --Georgia. 

18 --Florida. 

20--New Orleans, 

22-Galveston. 

2ft-Son Diego. 

27 ---- Lew Angeles. 

28 -—— San Francisco. 

2®--Oregon. 

30—--- Washington. 

32-„-Hawaii. 

38--Michigan. 

39—-Chicago. 

41 -Ohio. 

42 -Kentucky. 

However, such furniture may be entered 
at any port for transportation in bond 
to one of the ports of entry in any of the 
above districts, or to any authorized 
place of deposit outside one of those 
ports, for examination and release, as 
contemplated by section 484(f), Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended, if the port of 
entry designated in the transportation 
entry is one at which furniture may be 


entered for consumption and there is 
compliance with the procedure pre¬ 
scribed by f 18.11(c) of this chapter. 

• • • • • 

The citation of authority for ft 10.53 is 
amended to read: 

< 8 ee. 461. 46 Stmt. 719. Sch. 7. pt. UB, bduot*. 
2. 77A a tat. 390; 19 OS.C. 1481, 1202 < 8 ch. 7, 
pt. 11B. hdnotc. 2)) 

Tlie purpose of this amendment is to 
make available additional ports at which 
artistic antiquities may be entered free 
of duty pursuant to headnote 2. part 
UB. schedule 7. Tariff Schedules of the 
United States. Determination of which 
ports should be make available for such 
entry depends entirely on facts within 
the knowledge of the Bureau of Customs. 
It Is to the benefit of the public that the 
amendment be made effective on the 
earliest practical date. Accordingly, 
pursuant to section 4 of the Administra¬ 
tive Procedure Act <5 U.8.C. 1003) it is 
found that notice and public procedure 
are unnecessary and good cause Is 
found for making this amendment effec¬ 
tive upon publication In the Federal 
Register. 

(seal! Lester D. Johnson, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs . 

Approved: April 22. 1965, 

James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

|FR. Doc. ftft-4604: Filed. Apr. 30. 1965; 

8:47 un.| 


Title 50—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 

SUBCHAPTER 0—MANAGEMENT Of WILDLIFE 
RESEARCH AREAS 

PART 60—PATUXENT WILDLIFE 
RESEARCH CENTER 

Patuxent Wildlife Research Center, 
Md. 

The following special regulation is 
issued and is effective on date of publi¬ 
cation in the Federal Register. 

§60.11 Special regulation*; hunting 
and upon (lulling. 

Sport fishing will be permitted on the 
Patuxent Wildlife Research Center, Md. 
The open area is confined to Snowden 
Pond, comprising 7 acres as delineated 
on a map available at the Center head¬ 
quarters and from the Office of the Di¬ 
rector. Bureau of Sport Fisheries and 
Wildlife. Washington. D.C., 20240, Sport 
fishing is subject to the following con¬ 
ditions; 

(a) Species permitted to be taken: 
Black bass and sunfi&h. 

(b) Open season: June l, 1965, 
through September 30. 1965; sunrise to 
sunset only. 

<c> Daily creel limits: Black bass, 5; 
sunfl8h. no limit. 

<d) Methods of fishing: 
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(1) Hook and line tackle and baits 
permitted by Maryland law, except that 
no live minnows or other fish may be 
used for bait. 

(2) The use of boats, canoes, and 
similar floating devices, without motors, 
is permitted. Launching of boats is per¬ 
mitted only in the area designated by 
signs. 

<e> Other provisions: 

<1 > The provisions of this special reg¬ 
ulation supplement the regulations which 
govern Ashing on the Patuxent Wildlife 
Research Center which are set forth in 
Title 50, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Part 60. 

(2) A Federal permit is required to 
fish. A total of 300 permits will be 
issued in order of receipt of requests. 
Application should be made to the Di¬ 
rector. Patuxent Wildlife Research Cen¬ 
ter. Laurel. Md„ 20810. Each permit 
shall authorize the holder and members 
of his immediate family to fish. 

(3) Each permittee Is required to com¬ 
plete a fishing report form for each day 
fished, which will show the name of 
permittee, date of fishing, hours fished, 
type of bait used, and fish taken by 
species and size. 

<4> The provisions of this special 
regulation Are effective to October 1, 
1965. 

A. Y.Tunison, 
Acting Director, 

April 27. 1965. 

|FR Doc. 65-4586; Filed. Apr. 30. 1065; 

8:46 am.I 

Title 14-AER0NAUTIC$ AND 
SPACE 

Chopter I—Federol Aviation Agency 

(Docket No. 5067; Arndt. 39-621 

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Boeing Models 707 and 720 Series 
Aircraft 

Amendment 73 i <29 F.R. 6614), AD 
64-11-1, as amended by Amendments 799 
(29 F.R. 12029). and 39-43 <30 F.R. 2855). 
requires repetitive inspection of the front 
and rear upper and lower wing spar 
chords on certain Boeing Models 707 and 
720 Series aircraft and repair If cracks 
are found. Investigation, based upon a 
request for an extension of the repetitive 
inspection interval, has shown that an 
Increase from 1100 hours’ time In service 
to 1200 hours* time in service may be 
granted to operators of Boeing Models 
707 and 720 Series aircraft without ad¬ 
versely affecting safety. Therefore. 
Amendment 731 as amended by Amend¬ 
ments 799 and 39-43 is further amended 
to provide a 100 hour increase in the 
repetitive inspection interval. 

Since this amendment relieves a re¬ 
striction and Imposes no additional bur¬ 
den on any person, notice and public 


procedure hereon are unnecessary and 
the amendment may be made effective 
in less than 30 days. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator <25 F.R. 6489), 
9 39.13 of Part 39 (14 CFR Part 39), is 
amended as follows: 

Amendment 731 (29 F.R. 6614), AD 
64-11-1. as amended by Amendments 799 
(29 FR,. 12029) and 39-43 <30 F.R. 2855), 
Boeing Models 707 and 720 Series air¬ 
craft is further amended by changing 
the repetitive inspection interval speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (a)(2) from 1100 
hours* time in service to 1200 hours* time 
in service. 

Tills amendment becomes effective 
May 1. 1965. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601. and 603. Fedoral Aviation 
Act of 1958; 49 US.O. 1354(a). 1421. 1423) 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on April 
27. 1965. 

C. W. Walker, 

Acting Director , 
Flight Standards Service. 

|PR Doc 65-4577; Filed, Apr. 30. 1965; 

8:45 urn.) 


|Airspace Docket No. 63-EA-115| 

PART 71—designation of federal 

AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 

AND REPORTING POINTS 

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES 

Alteration of Jet Route and Federal 
Airway 

On February* 10. 1965. a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register stating that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency was considering 
amendments to Parts 71 and 75 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations that would 
designate a jet route from Norfolk, Va., 
to the intersection of the Providence, 
RJ., VOR 045* and the Boston. Mass., 
VORTAC 067’ True radials. and that 
would alter VOR Federal airway No. 
139 in accordance with the Jet route 
designation. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the pro¬ 
posed rule making through the submis¬ 
sion of comments. All comments re¬ 
ceived were favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. 
Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations are amended, effective 0001 
e^.t.. June 24. 1965, as hereinafter set 
forth. 

1. Add the following to 9 75.100 (19 
PR. 17776): 

Jet Route No. 121 (Norfolk. Va., to 
Providence, RJ.). from Norfolk. Va.. via 
INT of Norfolk 023 • and 9e* Iale, N.J.. 212* 
radials; Sea Ule; INT of Sea Isle 049* and 
Hampton. N.Y.. 223 a radials; Hampton: 

Providence, RJ.: to INT of Providence 045* 
and Boston. Maas.. 067* radlala. 

2. Alter 9 71.123 <29 FH. 17526, 15199) 
as follows: 


In V-139 ’’The portion outside the 
United States has no upper limit" u 
deleted. 

3. Add the following to 9 71161 
F.R. 17552): 

Jet Route No. 121: Norfolk, Va , to Hamptca, 
N.Y.; Providence, R.L. to INT of Provident* 
045* and Boston, Mass.. 067* radials. 

(Sec. 307(a) and 1110, Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958; 49 Uj8 .C. 1348. 1610). and Exeemit* 
Order 10654 ( 24 FR.9565) 

Issued In Washington, D.C., on April 
26,1965. 

H. B. Helstrom. 

Acting Chief . Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures jDiruion. 

(Fit. Doc. 65-4578: Filed, Apr. 30, 1965; 
8:45 am.) 


(Airspace Docket No. 64-WA-71) 

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET 
ROUTES 

Designation of Jet Routes 

On December 8. 1964, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (29 Fit. 16836), stat¬ 
ing that the Federal Aviation Agency was 
considering amendments to Part 75 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations that 
would establish jet routes from within 
the northeastern portion of the UniUd 
States to the United States-Canadlin 
border. 

Interested persons were afforded sn 
opportunity to participate in the pro¬ 
posed rule making through the sutwn^ 
sion of comments. All comments re¬ 
ceived w'ere favorable. 

In consideration of the foregoing. Ptn 
75 of the Federal Aviation Rcgulatiw* 
Is amended, effective 0001 e^.t., Jun* H 
1965, as hereinafter set forth. 

In 9 75.100 <29 FR. 17776 ), the follow¬ 
ing are added: 

a. Jet Route No. 586 (United 

nadlan border via Maaacna, N.Y.. to Wtffl 
State#/Canadian border). (Joins Cansoisn 
high level airway No. 586). - 

From Stirling, Ont.. via Maseru, 

St. John#, Quebec, excluding the wr*p«* 
outalde the United State#. 

b. Jet Route No. 506 (MHlinocket. 

to United 8 taU»/Canadian border). I*' 0 "*’ 
Canadian high level airway No. *06). 

From MUUnockct, Maine, via th* 
section of Mllllnocket 114* and SL 
N.B., 257* radial#; to the latersecUv*oc £ 
St. John 267* radial with the United bui 
Canadian border. v v «» 

c. Jet Route No. 509 (Brandon > y 
United 8 Ia tea/Canadian border). 
Canadian high level airway So. W) 

From the intersection of the Masrena. 
163* and the St. Eustacbc, *7, 

radials to the intersection of the St.■ 

200* radial with the United States can**— 

b0fd * r ' . igU- 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act off 
49 UJS.C. 1348) 

Issued In Washington. D C., on Apr 
28.1965. 

H. B. HxLSTr.oiff, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regulatton* 
and Procedures DM"* 

(Fit. Doc. 66-4579: Filed. Apr. 30- 

8 46 a m .) 










Saturday, May 1, 1965 
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SUBCHAPTE* F—AIR TRAFFIC ANO GENUAL OPE EATING RULES 
(Reg. Docket No. 6678; Arndt. 434] 

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT APPROACH PROCEDURES 
Miscellaneous Amendments 

The amendment* to the standard Instrument approach procedures contained heretn are adopted to become effective 
when indicated in order to promote safety. The amended procedures supersede the existing procedures of the same classifi¬ 
cation no* In effect for the airports specified therein. For the convenience of the users, the complete procedure is republished 
In this amendment Indicating the changes to the existing procedures. . ^ ^ ^ A 

As a 'ituntion exists which demands immediate action In the Interests of safety in air commerce. I find that compliance 
with the notice and procedure provisions of the Administrative Procedure Act is impracticable and that good cause exists for 
mskinp tills amendment effective within less than 30 days from publication. 

In view of the foregoing and pursuant to the authority delegated to me by the Administrator (24 FJt. 5662), Part 97 (14 
CFR Part 97) is amended as follows: 

1 By mending the following automatic direction finding procedures prescribed In § 97.11(b) to read; 

Ar>r Stawoaiu> IaarrBuucxT Arraoacii Pwocaotraa 

htmiuir. J.r-dtag* ttHiM and radial* in magnetic. mentions an<l altitude* arc In tot MSU Ceiling* arc In toe! above airport elevation. Distance* are In nmittcal 
_jLg ntiv* i ( )•. j diMf (ndlcntoil cAcet* TlsibUliln wbicb arc in it at tile miles. 

UeaTwlrunH nt uppruacb procedure of the above type U conducted at l be be km named airport. II than be to accordance wt lb tba (ollovtnc Instrument approach procedure, 
— a-1 .. kP tc;.u>h U oiln<luct«*i In accordant* with a different procedure tor fi>cb airport authorised by tba Adrntntotntor of the FedrciU AvUMrm Agency. Initial approaches 
i^D 1+ mb • or.T rout*. Minimum altitude* shall oorroepood with Umm ottabttihad for cu route operation to the particular area or aa eat torth below. 


Transition 

OaDtog and visibility «nln>«nwm< 

1 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
diatanoo 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-Mtglne or kas 

Mure than 
2*ngtoa. 
more than 
68 knots 

<5 boots 

or U*s 

More than 
68 knots 

juiitor.. , , * 

AM LOM. . . .... 

Direct_ 

fiOOO 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

200-U 

ARO VOR....HI_ 

AM LOM...... 

Direct__ 

5000 

C-da. 

600-1 

000-1 

•oo-iy4 

Ctoods Int 

AM LOM.........._ 

Direct 

MOO 

S-dn<!. 

MO-1 

600-1 

600-1 

hdsDuroIak. __ 

Av< LOM. . . - 

Direct.._ .. .. 

4000 

A-dn.... M ... (M 

W0 2 

800-2 

800-2 

Tew lot____ 

AM LOM . ... .. 

. 

5300 





Bant lot.. 

AM LOM___ 

Direct.. 

M 





Wnt Kds lot ;; -- 

AM LOM..... 

Direct.... 

9000 














Rain tno».iUjna and vectoring using Amarillo radar authorised to accordance with approved radar pattern*. 

Frwwiui. turn y sKle o/ m. 21 y Outbnd, 036* Inbnd. *000' within 10 mile*. 

Mtolir.um *'t tude over facility on final approach era, MOO*. 

(ti iir.il <lii(4U(c, (acuity U> atrpert, tfts *—5 o rolW, 

If vtr.;j o At i out esubUshfd upon dracent to authorized landtag mtolmnm* or II landing not accomplished within 5.0 talks after paaatnf LOM, climb to SOW' an ere, 

within 3) wJW. 

Cirrr i swv-i 4 mlk* 8W; talk* 8W; S8SA*-2.7 mDr* SSW of airport. 

Othrrt^cr l vktes transition from AMA RBa. 

MsA wuinn 28 mlks of fodtlly: OmT-W-MOty. 

City, Amarillo; Mote, Tr*,; Airport name Amarillo AFB/Mtraidpal; Ekv.,3605'; Fae. Chun., MIIW; Ident., AM; Procedure No. I, Amdt. 4; Eff. date, B Mny W; Bop. Amdt. 

No 5; Dated. 13 Apr. 63 


VOR... __ 

AM LOM____ _ 

Direct. 

5000 

T-dn ___ 

300-1 

300-1 

300-1 

ARO VoR. . 

AM LOM 

Direct _ 

M00 

C-du 

noo-i 

«*M 

two-154 

NA 

O-d. lot.— ~ 

AM LOM . _, .. . , . 

Direct............. 

MOO 

A-dn.... 

NA 

NA 


AM LOM... 

AM LOM. 

Direct... 



._ 

Direct_.... 






int_;;;;;_ i! 

am Lnu _ ... _ 

Direct.. 

M00 





«—__ 








fe^* lrxnrlt;,tl * ,uul vectoring using A in aril In radar oothorired In aceordanca with approved radar patterns 
rror»durr turn E wd* of m. 130* Outbod. 310* Inbnd. 5000' within IP mflna. Nonstandard due to ATC requirement*. 

MtoimniD tUUiude ovrc facility on final approach m, hoff. 
ffiaadmu u»^r, facility to airport. 81tT—V4 raflrs. 

lo nt ' nl,w ' 1 &** t*teblisbv< 1 upoo descent to authorised landtag minlmunn or If k&fvdtog not aceotnplitbml within 1.6 mOea after passing AM LOM, turn left, climb 

w war within 20 mile* on 360* bearing from AM LOM 

T0 - «*• 2 mlks N V of airport: 3»4'— 1 mlks NK of airport. IMF-2 mlks N K of alnwrt; 204' AOL grain ekvator located H mlk 8W of Runway IS. 

•****&»*%> Air carrier use not authorized. Tradawtod HHW to AM LOM. 

2*a :***’*• transition from AMA RBn. 

*** wttlun n> tuiW of (adlity: 000*-W— ZAUf. 

Oty.AmarQk Mats. Tat. A irpert name, Trades tod; Bkv.,3642'; For. Class, MIIW; Ident. AM, Procedure No. 1, Amdt. 8; Ffl. date, b May 55. Sup. Arndt. No. 2; Dated, 

30 June *4 


T-d_ 

T-n~ 


C-4L, 

Oh 


S-d-4.... 


A-4n_ 


aoo-iH 
uno-ik 
1000-2 
W-I.H 
800-2 
loop 2 


100-1 


* 
000 - 1 H 
900-2 
1000-2 


300-1 

800-154 

loao-iH 

in -a 

800-154 

900-2 

1000-2 


fctottm °t. rTl W Outbnd, OfiO* Inbod. JW wtthtu 5 mtV. ot Munfo»d Int. (Noaftandnrd due to otutnutlon.) 

Cr> .”5 Int on 11 Ml a,.«»cb cn, JW. 

Ij vi;,*tnj Munfctd Int to airport, tKG*— Ko mllas. 

•*i)f anB Rn*n t J!Si u t K ' n desemt to authorlicd landing inlnitnums or If tanrtto* no! sccompUsbed wfthta 5.0 mDrs after p ass !n g Munford Int or 0* mlk after 

w aaatbauwlon &~*2VOR withta20mS*. 
bon ti it. r ^ avoid arra N, NW, and 8E of airport doe to high terruln. 

My A * n Mn $plF fee oirrcaft brvvtor an opermung VO It rrcriver tn addition to aa operating ADF rscrlvrr and Munfcrd Ini Is Ideatlfkd. 

umn it miles cf ladUty 000*3200' • <W>Mb£-4 “---- - 

C1, >. Anuuui. sum, Ak.; AUpon 


f—4001 Y; 180*-270r-400Cr; 77O*-AGO*-2K0'. 


name, Anniatoo Municipal; Kkv^ 4U # ; Far. Clam.. BMH; IdrnL, AND; Procedure No. I. Amdt. 2; WL date. 8 May 65; Pup. Amdt No. t; 

Dated. 0 Nov. 63 
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RULES ANO REGULATIONS 


AI>F STA1IIURO INBTRUMRXT Am»A( !! PaOCUkCBI—Continued 


Transition 


Collin* ami visibility minin'.ur:^ 


To- 


Courae and 


Minimum 

altitude 

<h*t) 


Condition 


2-euglne or less 

65 knots 

More than 

or leas 

65 knot* 

300-1 

3on-i 1 

700-1 

700-1 1 

7U0-1 

700-J 

700-1 

700-1 

MM 

Tifbi 

K»-2 

300-2 


Mvrtha 
> • idfi 
uxratka 
Mkaoti 


GortionsvllK Va., VOR-...— 

RochcR* Int. —.-.... 

ROCIHaI) lilt >m »«.»»Mum » mh.«» 


AOM RBn. 
AOM HHn 
AOM RBn. 


Direct..™_ 

direct.. 

DlfW . « 


MU 

MOO 

MOO 


T-dn"_ m. 

C-d- 

C-n.. 

8-d-l- 


Minimum* If OM 
C-d. 

c-u.- 

8-du-3.... 


Hi 

600-1 

fiooiH 

400-1 


S00-1 

WHit 

400-1 


NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Wooedurr turn E side of era. 207" Outhcul, 017* Inbnd, A400' within 10 mlko. Beyond 10 miles not authorised. 

Minimum altitude over MI1W on final approach era, 2100; over OM, l»4 y . 

t*tr aivd distance, MU W to airport. 05£7*-—8.1 mike; OM to airport, 05* -4.1 miles. . . a , 

If visual contact not established upon deecent to authorised landing minimum* or if landing not scoorapUsbed within 5.1 mllee after paaring AOM RBu, Make l 
left-climbing turn to Mao', direct to AOM RBn. Hold 8W. 027* Inbud 1-mluuU rlfhl turn*. 

•Runway ^UA^n^likc*lm 5 xued^Jt* , kYt^RmSTg*luln direct Lo AOM MilW, climb to 340QT in 1-mlnute right turn. NK Shuttle, «T bearing Inbod, then l«oew4« 

•Runway 21 takeoffs Climb direct to AOM MHW, ellmb to 340? In t-ralnuto right turn, NB Shuttle, 207" bearing inbad, then proceed u cleared. 

MSA within 25 mtlce of fadllty; 040"-220*~2WW'; 220*~040*--t«Ctf. 

City, Charlottesville; Stale, Va.; Airport name, Chariottravtlle-Albemark. Elev., *54'; Far. Claea., MHW; Went., AOM; Procedure No, 1. Arndt. Orig.; Kf!. dd*. 6 Magll 

PROCEDURE CANCELLED EFFECTIVE ft MAY l«8, OR UPON DECOMMISSIONING oy DAL RBN. 

City. Dallas; State. Tei/ Airport name. Love Field; Elev., 486'; Fac. Clem., BH; Went., DAL; Procedure No. 3, Arndt. 5; Ed. date 30 May 54; Sup. Arndt. No, I; Pdid, 

24 Aug- 51 


Malcapuu Pt KBn. 

Honolulu VOR.. 

Breakers Int... 

lO-mile DMK FIs. K-256 UNL-VOR 


IIN LOM.. 

Direct... 

5000 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

300-1 

HN LOM.. 

Direct. 

•W»i 

C-du"_ 

600-1 

W> 1 

10-mile DME Fis. K-2»IINLVOR. 
IIN LOM ifinai). 

Direct.. 

Direct. 

fjB 

2300 

8-dn-6L. 

A-dn___ 

MJO-l 

3CO-2 

400-1 

300-3 







»-H 

HUH 


Radar vectoring autborind In accordance with approved patterns 
Procedure turn 8 tide of era. 2»" Outlaid, Wft" Inbnd. MOnr within 10 mile*. 

Minimum altitude over lariiltv on Qiud np^rooch^ori, "*2Mr. 

If”dwii , l^a«T\^ , ra l ulSieKpon descent lo authorised landing minimum* or If landing not accomplished within 5.0 miles oflcr passing HN LOM. rankr mbit*** 
climb to 4000' on a 1*4* Uwrlus from HN LOM. reverse era and return to the UN LOM at 5W/. 

Caption: Terrain rtaw sharply N ude of final approach era: within 2J1 ml lee. 1000'; 4.1 mile*. 256?; 6.4 mlh*. MOW. 

Other chance Deletes transition from Int 170* Waring Kohuku point RBn and 23ft" bearing Makapuu point RBu. 

•Circling N of airport not authorised due to *W' terrain, 1.6 mllea N and M4 y —2 miles N E 

•*l>o not descend below 230O' until over LOM Inbnd duo to NAP Barber s Point IXtf kt traffic pattern. 

MSA within 25 miles of ladilty OOO’-W-AWO', QuUMW*-3l00': lft0*-270*-2W: 270*-»W-€lod'. 

City. Honolulu; Bute, Hawaii; Airport name, Honolulu Inter national; Kiev., 1Y. Fae. CUaa. LOM; Went,, UN; rrooedorp No 1. Arndt 6; Efl date.! May M. An* 

No. A: Dated. 6 fuor 64 


rial Rock VOR.. 
Richmond RBn.. 
Manakin RBn... 
HPW VOR. 


POM .. 

Direct.. 

3000 

T-dn. 

300-1 

300-1 

LOM__ 

Direct...... 

l.V«! 

C-dU.- 

400-1 

600-1 

LOM* « • as Ww ■ m •—»sas essaeevv —s • 

Direct. 

3000 

B-dn-d.. 

400-1 

400 1 


Direct__ 

3000 

A-dn. 

800-2 

300-3 

B1 . ^—p — _ 






mmH 

*%yi 


Radar vectoring authorised In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn 8 aide of cm, 243* Outhnd. 065* Inbnd, 160u wltliln 10 niQe*. 

Minimum altitude over facility on Anal approach era, 1W. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, 053*—3.8 ralka. M . «,, >«srcam 

If visual contact not established uj on descent to authorised Landing minimum* or if landing not accamp*lthed within 3L8 miles after pawing LOM. dlmn U> w «■ 
WO* within 10 mi-ra, then kfl turn direct to Manakin RBn. Hold NW, t24* lnlmd, |-uinutr right turns. 

MPA within 28 miles of faculty: OW-f^O’-lflOW; OW-UW-210W IW-TTO'-INXK; 270*-J00*~210U'. 

City, Richmond; Btatr. Va,; Awport name. Richard E. Byrd Flying Field; Ekv.. M7'; Far. Class., LOM; Idem.. RI; Procedure No. I, Arndt. 16; Kit. Date. 6 Maj 

Arndt. No. 14; Dated, 14 Nov. 64 


RIC VOR ... . 

RIC Rlln. 

Direct_ 

3000 

T-dn.. 

300-1 

MNV RBu 

RIC RBn . 

Direct_ 

3000 

Odn.. 

400-1 

FAK VOR 

RIC RBn__ _ 

Direct... 

3000 

A-dn. 

800-3 

HPW VOR..*_I..1.11.’. 

RIC KBu. 

Direct. 

3000 




500-1 
MO : 
100-7 


s?, 

80K* 


Radar vectoring nuthorired In accordance with approved patterns 

Procedure turn W side of era. 2l»* Outbnd. Ufc* Inbnd, 2000” within 10 rnika. Nonstandard due to obstruction. 

Minimum altitude over fadllty on final appraoch era. BOOT. 

Crs and distance. facility to airport, 0lft*—-1.7 miles. ^ K ,i. imov** 

If visual contact not ratabllshcd upon descent to autberired laivllttg minimum* or If landing not accouipllshed within 1.7 miles after |M*dng RIC linn, o ar 
lsft-dtmMnc turn to 200W on era. W. then jiroccrd direct to Manoktu RBn. Hold NW. 124* lnbod. bmlnuie right turna 

MflA within 36 miles of facility. 000"-08tr—1000'; 060*-W0*-2100'; l»"-/70*-ltt»'; 2 fftr-WtT- 2100 r, ^ 

City, Rkhraoud State. Va.; Airport name Richard K. Byrd Flyinr Field; Kiev . I5T: Far Class . SBI1; Went., RIC; Procedure No. X Arndt. 3. Etl. date. 8 Mk> « * 

Arndt No 2; Dated, 14 Nov C-4 


I-okeport Int . 

I.OM (final) ..... .. 

Direct... 

1700 

T-dn"__ 

300-1 

RrramseVOR ____ 

LOM_— 

Direct.... 

JOM 

C-da...._ 

700-1 

Toni Int. . .................... 

LoM.... 

Direct. 

3000 

8-dn-2ft. 

700-1 

Syracuse Rlln......... 

8Y LOM. 

Direct-... 

3000 

A-dn. 

800-2 


300-1 

7«J-1 

7001 

ftPb-2 


JMd 

•64 


Radar vectorinr authorised in accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn N Side of era. 08ft* Oullmd. 27ft* Inbud, M within 10 mtka Beyond 10 mile* not authorised. 

Minimum altitude over (arimy on final approach I7HF. , 

Crs and distanor. (hcihty to airport, 27ft*—3.0 reBsa ........ . ^umb stxalgM ^ 

If visual contact not octahlblwd upon dc«*e.nt to .tutborired landing mimmuiuj or tl landing not accomplished within 3.0 miles after passing 8 Y LOM, c m 
to 2W direct to 8Y R RBn. Ildd West ot RYR RBn, W Inbnd, 1-mlnute turna „ . . ^ 

CtUTTOH: Kk* BiUmns 1.1 mlkf 8 ol approach end of Runway 2A 1220' terrain, 16 mllea K8E of LOM. 254? anlonns, 10.4 m!>ra 8 of airport 
Ala Carukn Noth Netther sliding srak nor reduction in mmimums authoilsed for takeoffs to the 8R 
•onn-1 required lor takeoff on Runway 14. 

MBA within 26 miles o* the facility: (JOO*-OW-2W. OW-lW-3300' t§D*-27tr-400' 7W-W-XX&. ^ 

City, Syracttsr. 8Ute. N Y.; Airport nsme. Clarencr K. Hancock: Elev., 421'u Foe Claos , LOM; Went. RY: Procedure No. 1. Arndt IS; Eff. date. S May <55. ^ 

No. IA Dated. 5 8ept. 04 
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Transition 

Ceiling and visibility minimum* 

From— 

To- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2*aglae or k*s 

More than 

J engine, 
more than 
C5 knots 

66 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 


Syracuse RRn.......... 

Direct... 

3000 

A»»l 

JUU0 

2000 

T-dn*_ 

aorvi 

7CO-1 

700-2 

COM 

600-2 

800-2 

liilii 

US :\U 

■ » . 

000*1 

600*3 

800*2 

t i | m fnl -- —- 

Syracuse RBn.. 

C-d............. 

lAStpCfl ini...... 

Veadipert hit—.... 

VhltkH [r.t—... 

iyracui* LOM...*....— 

Syracuse KRn iflxuii)..... 

Syracuse RBn (final). 

Byrscuie RBn. . 

Direct. 

C-n. 

Direct... 

Direct. 

8-d-IO.. 

S-n-10. 

A-dn.... 


Ridar vtUertaf wUhorfiWl In accordance with approved patterns. 
fiSeJdu* turn N side of era, 280* Outlmd. 100* lnt»d. VX# wUfcto 10 mile*. 

Minimum aiuud* nvrr Ucllity on llual Approach era. 3000'. 

frSulual^cwMt^’i^rluhttaSS^an dttemMoioUioriMd lauding minimum* or If Undine not accomplished within A7 roilce after pasting 8YR RBii. eh mb to 200/ 
direct to BY LOM. Hold E of 8 Y LOM. 778M«*b«d. l tninut* right turns. . .. 0 _ 

AIR Cunm Norm: Neither sliding seek nor reduction in minimum* authorised for UkrotTi to the 8E. 

Cicmi-i sM' antenna. i.l mile* B of approach end of Runway 28. 2fAO antenna, 10.4 inlkn 8 of Airport. 

Other tl» w l transition from Ploluvllle Int. 

•WC-l required k.r takrot! on Runway 14. 

' “ - ty: fWT-000*- 


MSA wuEn a mllre of the UaUly: b00*-000*~;»w'; «0* UW— MOO. IW-271F-3000'; W-W-SOOfr. 

Ctty,Srracuw Btslo. N.Y.; Airport name. Clarence E. Hancock, Kiev. 471'; Fac. Claes., BHH: Mm t, SYR; Procedure No, 2, Arndt. 3; Kff. date. H May fl* 8up Arndt 

No. 3*. Dtfed, .4 Sept. 64 


CbuterVOR. , ._ 

BAF RBn. ... 

Direct... 

3000 

T-d*.. 

700-1 

TOO-I 

700-1 

frMflrM VOK 

RAF RBn. 

Direct... .. 

3000 

T-n*.. 

700-2 

700-2 

700-2 





C-d.. 

HJO-1 

aoo -2 

800-2 





C-o. 


800-2 

>00-2 





H-1-30. 

| 

SOO-1H 






B-U-20.. . 

800-2 

800-2 

>00-2 





A-du—......... 

1600 2 

1300 2 

18002 


fProordon* turn W title of cm, 0UJ* Out bud. JOB* lnbnd. Jttw' within 10 mile*. 

Minimum nltltude over facility oo final approach ers, IW, 

rn and ditf..nnr. facility to airport. 50T---4A mile*. , ^ H . w Mtl .. . 

If n»(Lv canto*! not MUMlahrd upon descent to authonred landing minimum* or if Undine not accomplished within AS miles after passing RAF RRn, climb to 2020 on 
hndlnr U W within 10 mike, make rlght-cllmblirf turn to 9000 diroct to BAK RBn. Hold N. 3W lnbnd. l ininute right Mmu 
y&-\ day. Hfi^-3 nichi required tor takeoff oo Run* Ayi 9 and 16. 

flluat Appr »orh from a bolding pattern at BAK RRn no4 aqtlKinrrd. Procedure turn requi red. 

Mi A within 21 tuiks of focUlty COT -080“-2800'; 000*-\Kr-2XJt/: iW^tr-MOfr; nr3G0*-^fWfr. 

Ctty, Vmtfu.»,j. State. Mass; Airport n*roe. Hamer Municipal; Etev„ 77fr; Fac. Class., 8RMHZ; IdmL. BAK; Procedure No. 1. Arndt 1; Eff. date, H May W; Sup Amdt. 

No. OrtfDated. 6 Oct 63 

2. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange (VOR) procedures prescribed In 197.11(c) to read: 

VOR Standard Ik^trchrkt Approach Procmduir 

Bamr-rs itendtop. oouncs and nulUM are magnetic. Ekvuiioa* and alt Kudos are In foot MSI.. Ceilings are In fact above airport elevation. Distances are in nautical 
■UU unkw otherwm« indicated. exorpt visibilities which are in statute mike. 

u on Instrument approach procedure of the above type t« conducted at the below named airport. It shall be In acoordanc* with the folkwring instrument approach procedure, 
■“J* ■» *I*Pr»cb is rundurted In accordance with a different procedure for such airport autburUcd by the Administrator of tbe Poderal Aviation Agency. InlUal approoebee 
oc m.v In over siK^cUkd router. M Udmuot altitudes aha 11 com*pornl with tbaee eetabUsbed for cn route operation In tbe particular area or ae sot forth below. 



Transition 



Ceiling and vtadhllfty minimum* 



Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

* 

3-engine or lees 

More than 
2-engine, 
more than 
66 knots 

From— 

To- 

altitude 

(fcet) 

Condition 

06 knots 
or k*e 

More than 
66 knots 

AM LOM_ 

ARO VOR.II! .... 

AMA VOR.... 

AMA VOR... 

Direct.... 

Direct. 

'000 

6000 

T-dn.. 

C-dn_. 

300-1 

600-1 

300-1 

800*1 

200-U 

600-1^ 




a-dn-21*_ 

eoo-i 

800-2 

4UO-1 

MO-2 

400-1 

MO-3 


vectorln* uMnc Amarillo radar authorised In aceonianec with approved radar pat terns. 

ESS®* 52 5f *"t* of crs. 030- Outbnd, 210* lnbnd, MOO wlUdn 10 milea. 
wjuiiutn, altitude over ladUty on final approach era. 4nOO'. 
lf^ diiU ^ (*dilty to airport, 210*—Smlkw 

h-Holriiv ***» b Bihed upon descent to authorised landln* mlriiru ums or If landing not accomplished within 4A mlka after jxuV.ng AMA VOR. climb to SOOO' on 

CmS. y. ***u dimmed by ATC. turn left, eltrnb to MOO on U-<X74 vrtUtlu 13 milea. 

(SSSSLSIftSif too**! adjacent to 8W boundary of airport 

«B, ln W'widtlon from Amarillo RBn. 

««' ™ n ' nT “ 

Clt). Wfllo; suu, Tri_; AUvort niim*, AirartU® AFO/Muotdpal. Be».. W: Fk CIul. BVORTAC; Idcnt., AMA; Ptwedom No. I. Amdl. IS; Efl. d»t». 8 May M; 

eup, Amdt. No 11; Dated. 24 Oct. 64 


No. f 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


TOR Rtakdakd !xrrmcii**T Armoicn P*oc*r>n*»—Continued 



Radar transition* and vectoring tiring Amohilo radar authorised in ercordanee with approved radar pattern*. 

Teardrop procedure turn— Procedure turn E ft dr of cn, 19ft* Out bad, «B* lnhtid, fttOCr within 10 mils*. 

Minimum altitude oxrt facility on final approach fcn, M00‘. and maintain SOW or above until (waring OM/LQM. 

Cm and distance, facility to airport, (BO*— 1 7.7 mile*. 

If vleunl contact not caUblUbed upon descent to authorised landing minimum* or If landing not accomplished within 7.7 inikt* after pairing A RO VOR, tUich U< XCCf m 
R-033 AKO VOK within20 roika. . . . 

Csrnox: Tower*, 399V-9.4 ratk* 8W; 38«'—2,1 mil* 8W; 2.7 mfiea SW of airport: 9704 grain clrrator located adjacent to 8W boundary of airport. 

Other change: Delete* transition from Amarillo RRn. 

MS A within 25 mile* of lacMty: Q0U*-9Mr~64n0\ 

Ctty, Amarillo; SAaU, Tea.; Airport noma, Amarillo AFB/Munidpol; Klav., 980S'; Fac. Claa*. VORW; ldont., A RO; Procedure No, 2, Arndt. I; Ef!. date, 8 May 6ft; e»txp. Amfb. 

No. Orlg.; hated, 9 May M 


AM A VOR 

ARO VOR.____ 

Direct_ 

2000 

T-dru. 

300-1 

900-; 

*»t 

AM LOM..U..- 

ARO VOR.. 

Dlrect.„. . 

woo 

C-diu~. 

A-riu.. 

■f | 
NA 

500- 1 
NA 

s»'i.H 

NA 


Procedure turn K aide of cn. 182* Outbi>4, Ottf* Inbnd, MOO'' within 10 mile* 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach cn, CW. 

C*f| (in) distance, facility to airport, 002° — J.2 niilrs. 

If visual contact not eaUbhabod upon descent to author lied landing tululmuma or If tandhtf not accomplished within 1.2 milt* after passing ARO VOR, tun lrft, dual 

to gu.V on R-241, AM A VO It within 20 miles. . _ _ 

CACnmt: Tower*, JirAK and 3004'—2.1 miles NR of airport Silver painted water tower approximately 3*00 —2 mllea NW. 

Not**. Radar vectoring authored. No weather service at airport. Air carrier uw not authorised. 

MSA within 96 mile* of laciUty; 000* -Wf-M/Hf. 

City, AmartUo; State, Tex.; Airport name. Tradcwlnd; Kiev., 9642'; Fnc. Clam. VORW; Idout., ARO; Procedure No. L Aindt. 9; Kff. dale, 8 May 61; Sup AradtRat 
9 Dated. 16 May 04 


PROCEDURE CANCELLED EFFECTIVE 8 MAY IMA 

Ctty. Formlngdale; Plate, N.Y.; Airport name. RepoWte Aviation Corp ; Kiev., 9Tl Fee. Ctom. BVOR; Went., DPR; Procedurv No. 1. Atmll- X K<T. dak, ** 

* Arndt. No. 1; Dated. 2 Apr. 64 


Mike City RRn. I... 

MLS VOR. 

Direct.. 

4W0 

T .in 

*»l 

900 1 

riO-l 

Wl 




C-dn.__ 

gHtSft-d_ 

400-1 

400-1 

aoo-i 
W0 1 






800-2 

800 3 









Procedure turn 6 side of era, 210* Outhod, 090* Inbnd. 4200* within 10 mike. 

Minimum altitude over VOR ot» final approach m.ftftOO'; over Fort Int. 1100'. 

Ct* and dttaoee. VOR to airport, MO*-*.! n»U*s; Fort Int U» alrpnrt. dot/*—1A mllea. . _ _ _ 

If visual contact not established upoo descent to authorised lauding minimum* or If landing not arcomptkhrd within 9.) mlka after 
B*042 within 10 mile* 

Novt: Final approach from holding pattern at VOR not authorised Procedure turn required. 

MSA within 2ft miles of facility: 000 B 4ftO*-440Qr 

City. Mlk* City; Plate, Mont.; Airport nasue, Mike City; Kiev., 2828'; Fae. Clam., BVO RTAC; Idrnt.. ML9; Procedure No, 1, Arndt. 8; EfT. < 
' Dated, 17 Oct. 64 


MLPVOR.dlmlleUtf* 
•, g M»y 6ft; Pup- Arndt N ° l ' 





T-dn*_ 


900-1 

»»-} 1 




C dn .. 

700-1 

700-1 




> dT. 14 . 

m i 

flOO-1 | 




A-dn_ 

800-2 

800-2 







jaM 


Radar vectoring authorised in accordance with approved pattern*. 

Procedure turn 8 aide of er«. 811* Outbnd, Hi* Inbud, 20Uu within 10 mllea. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach ex*. 1700'. 

Crs and distance, facility to airport, Uf—4.7 mlka. . ^ . . .... . _ - _ _ _ wn-dhaN* 

If visual contact not established upon descant to aulbartredlauding minimum®or tflauding not aeeompUahed within 4.7 miles after passing 8YR\OR. n 
turn to aiuy direct to SYR VOR. Hold NW of SYR VOR on R-911, 1-mlnnte right fonts. 191* Inbnd. 

An Caaanns Nor*: Neither sliding scale nor reduction In minimum* authorised lur takeoff* to the 8K. 

CatmoN' W0' antenna, 1.1 miles 8 of approach end of Ru way 21 2&4& antenna, 10.4 mlka S of airport. 

•600-1 required lor Ukeoflon Runway 14. 

MPA within 2ft mile* of the facility: OCO*^XW-2WO\ OW-lW—W00-\ I*0*-2Tr-«WF; 27TT-9«r-2DClF. m 

t. Hancock: Kiev . 421': Fac. Class . BVO RTAC; Uni, PYR; Prooedors No. 1, Arndt. It; **• ***' 1 
Arndt. No. 10; Dated ft 8rpt. At 


City, Pyracuse; Plate. N.Y.; Airport name, Clarence E. 


T-dn_ 
C-dn— 
8-dn-6. 
A-dn- 


900-1 

ftOO-1 

400-1 

800-2 



Procedure tum 8 rid* of cm. 226* Outhod. 046* Inbnd. 2¥KT within 10 mile*. 

Minimum altitude over facility on final approach cm, 

<'m and distance, fhclllty to airport. Otfl*—2.6 mile* .... .. _ ^ . . »rrvnn 

If visual contact nut etlablkhed u;>on descent to anthortsed landing minimum* or If landing not accomplished wtthln 2.6 miles after passing ART > un, 
turn to -HOOT and return to A RT VOR Hold 8W of A RT VOR on R-2», I mlnute right turns, 046* Inbod. 

Not*: Approach from a holding pattern not aothorired. I*rocedum turn requind- 

MSA within 2S inllo* of fartUty ObcP-OW-SW'. OW-lW-9000'. 18£T-27ir-2000'; 170*-W-2300*. 

City, Watertown; State, N.Y.; Airport name. Municipal; Kiev.. 92ft'; Fac. Claa*. BVOR; Ident., ART; Procedtir* No. 1, Arndt. 6; Kfl. dato.l May W; 

Dated. 2ft July 64 


nukekfi-d** 14 * 

Sur Amdt **6 k 
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Tranaltkai 


From— 

To— 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2engine or k» 

More than 
2-wngine. 
more than 
66 knots 

66 knots 
or leas 

More than 
66 knots 





T-d... 

M0-1 

NA 

NA 






806 1 

NA 

NA 





A-d_ 

NA 

NA 

NA 


Ceiling anil vlsibUlt y minimum* 


Procedure turn F side of ere. 220* Outbnd, 0*0* Inbnd. Igy within 10 mike. 

Mtoimua: tllltude ottr facility on final apjprtmrh cn. VX&. 

landing minimum* or M landing no* accomplished within 2.2 mile* allrr pausing VOR, climb on crt, 040* to 
»r .nS? ioSSSL m£oSS hS^bSc tSrato400u\ return to gfKVOR. Hold SW, R 220. l-*niuut*right turn*. 

.\|-A within 2* tnlie* of kcTllly: «0 # '36tT—3700'. 

CtiT.WdW-M" SUM. t»«: Airport mine. Gnuwl Canpoo SUM. Kter. IW; Fee. CM*.. L BVORTAC; MtnL, 8FK; Procedure No I. Arndt. Ori*.; Bit. dote. » M»j «5 

j By amending the following terminal very high frequency omnirange (TerVOR) procedure* prescribed In J 97.13 to read: 

Tenuis*! VOR STswnAnn Immnmvirr Arraosci* Pioceduo 

BAMtnei. beo/ling*, ootira* and mdlafc art. magnetic. Elevation* and altitude* aw In fret MSI-. Oiling* are In fee* a bore airport elevation. Distance* are In nautical 

^reKtnraSS^^ named airport. U »haU be In accordance with the lolfcwlng Instrument approach Procedure, 

oaJ*^U^SSdS^TS^eortilnce with a different procedure fur uicb airport aut hocked by the AdminlrtrUorof tho TetWal A rial Ion Agency. Initial approaches 
►hall be w.a w. ovir >r<clikd route*. Minimum tilt n u i«ii ihail r>«rro?rKmd with those established for «j route operation In the particular area or a* set forth below. 


Tran*Uioo 

Ceiliiu 

l and visibility minimum* 

Prom— 

TO- 

Course and 
distance 

Minimum 

altitude 

(feet) 

Condition 

2-cngtne or kre 

More than 
6ongtne, 
more than 
65 knot* 

65 knot* 
or Ire* 

More than 
65 knot* 





T-dn- 

C-dn- 

8-dn-U_ 

A*dn. 

306-1 

UN 

400-1 

8062 

3061 

5061 

4061 

K062 

306 U 
50614 
4061 
800-2 


I*r«*d.ir»i turn W side of era, 144* Outbnd, XM’ Inbud. I ?0tf within 10 mile*, 
hjotniuw oJUtmle over facility on final opproturh ere, OOP'. 

U vbtui re nm»A Mt«t^£M upo^deam»t Vo^antbwl ted landing minimum* or If landing no* accomplished within 0.0 mlk of A LI VO R, turn right, climb to 1700' on 

K-tt) ■Jihln hi mU»« of A LI VOR. 

R3A within . > mile* of the facility: 000*d»0*-210D'; «0’-180*-»Otf; WO’-ZTO*—1700'; 270*-300'-1700'. 

City, Abet: Stale, Tei ; Alrpcrt now. Alice InUntallOnal; Kiev., 178': Fac. Clare.. L-BVOR; Went.. ALI; Procedure No. TerVOR-3t f Amdt. 3; KiL date, 6 May W. Hup. 

Anvil. No. 2; Dated, IS May 03 





T-dn-..... 

3061 

3061 

30614 




C-dn.__ 

8061 

8061 

800 14 




A-dn_. 

10062 

10062 

1000-2 


rrxtviuro turn * id le of ere, Ml* Outbnd. OKI’ Inbud, ITU/ 

■timuRi dtltmSd over fmrlhty on final siwrcedi era, UJV. 
a ««tacl no* «*ublkhcd upon deeceul to authorised landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished wltliin 0.0 mile of ALI VOR, turn left, climb to ITOO' on 

,rj m,Jrt Of ALI VOR. 

2^7 c ! l ^ , * ri Nekim caution note. 

y - A within » mike of facility. CttT-000*-210iy; QWHW-MJO', WOVfiV-lTO/; 27tr-A*r-17tt>'. 

City, A1tre fttuh, T**., Airport name, Alice International; Eke., 178'; Far. Claaa., L-BVOR; Ident., All; Procedure No. TetVOR (R 261), Amdt. 5; EIT date, a May 65; 

Hop. Amdt No. 4; Dated. 10 lan. 01 


hrittwi V0 h 


Ool f I !)t * RSSSSSSSSS • • ststsswv **f •••• 

Direct.... 

3300 

T-dn. 

C-dn._ 

s-dredib- 

A-dju_....... 

3061 

6061 

4061 

8062 

3061 

OCO-l 

4061 

8062 






3064 

oon-i4 

400-1 

8062 


turn K side of era. 174* Outbnd. 326* Inbnd, 2000 ^ within 10 mik* of River lilt Beyond 10 mile* ix* authoneed. 
J^Jjnmi^tJtudc^w aoWInt on Anal approach ere. 1000' t over Hirer Int, IpOCP. 


f. 1 Jr u *rr won int on Anal apprthwli ie*, l«xr, over River im, 

140 ulrtswt, 3Sa*--4Ll mile*; Hirer Int to airport. W-10 mike. 

A^iLI^?? not oatablluheaupon deeeerit to authorised landing minimum* or if Wuuiiug not accomplbhed wfthin 3 mike after paring Rim Int, proceed direct to 

^‘^higmaai/or.wlwnflimtodbr ATC. turn right, nroowsi dlrwrt top'* — -- 

u^a u ., kl J 1 ^ vectoring authortaedin ncenrcbmor with approved potterru C2) At 
A mik* of facility OW-UBP-MOOT; IW-TW-MOO'; 770<J00*-Z0X. 

hy, Bail,,; fitol ^ TVt; Airport name. Daiia* I.ovi» FkWJ; Ekv . 4M3'; Fae. Clare., T-BVOR; Idem.. ADA; Procedure No. TerVOR,^*, Amdt. Orir; Efl. dale, 4 May W 


... Dal Us VOR. climbing to JDQtf. 

) A utli ori sod only far aircraft equipped with dual VOR receivers. 


H Mlnf Vo It 


Eveleih V’UR ..... 

Direct.... 

3100 

T-dn. 

3061 

306-1 

NA 





4061 

4061 

N A 




C-n.. 

40614 

M614 

NA 




S-dn-27... 

4061 

4061 

NA 




A-dn. 

NA 

NA 

NA 


*Kpm.w SAP** 


. IK7* Outbnd, 207' Inbnd, jwsr’ wlUtlu 10 uillea. 


ol m. t 

PsdlUyonimJiJJJ ovw WRy on Anal apieoarh era, lSOO*. 

Iw oo*^t^UlJUbed upon drecent to authorised landing minimum* or If landing no* accomplished within 0.0 mile after |Madng VQ R, make left climbing turn to 
W sJ :!^urn toVOK and bold Eon Rh»7. 

Cn “;^ 2“ 

Wh. Mat0 * ; Airport name, Evekib-Vlrginla Municipal; Kiev.. I3M'; Foe. Clare., L-BVOR: Ident. 1VM; Procsvlure No. TvVOR-27. Amdt 1; BA. dale, * May 

&V. Hup. A nidi. No- Ortg-i Dated, 1 Aug. 64 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Tkemisax. TOE 8ta*dabd !N»T*c**!rr ArrsoAcn Pbockooub—C ontinued 


Transit kw 



Celling and visibility minUmir ,- 

From— 

To- 

Course and 

*tUf„riFwi 

Minimum 
altitude 
(tee0 


lengtoe or teas 

M et tbs* 
taftm 
mcrvtbso 
At bugs 

Condition 

*6 knots 
or less 

More than 
66 knots 

Flat Rock VOR 

Bill more lot... . 

Direct. 

2000 

T-dn . 

*00-1 

30&-! 


ll1 11 morv Int . .... 

RIC VOR (Una!). 

Direct.. 

.. . 

C-dn.. 

600-1 

000-1 

JMUHMflw MMgf sse**»«^*44g >• mmm m m • vsw •*» 

Mmlrln Jtfw s - _— ___ , 

RIC VOR. 

Direct—.. 

m 

B-dn-16,. 

6(0-1 

600 1 

«•-: ' 

ft-mlie radar fta ,, . .. .. 

RIC VOR (filial)... 

Direct.. 

ooo 

A-dn.. 

800-2 

800 2 






If aircraft equipped with dual VOR reerin ri niwl HE> 





mare im or 6-uiUc nular ft* raeelvtx]. tin ^lUmim 





mmkmam gmi. 







5-0n-u- 

400-1 

400-! 

| SH 


Ktutor vectoring authorised Ln oocurdanw with approved patterns 
Procedure tnm N side of cts. *47" Oulhnd, 1*7" Inbnd, IW within lOmilcw. 

Minimum altltode orei Dlttmor* lut on final approach m. HOT; over facility, 600*. 

Ct* and distance. bsaakoff jwtot to apjirondi end of runway 164*-C.6 mile. . 

1! visual contact not retahluhed upon descent lo aultieritrd tending mlnlmunu of if Undine not aecomi 
VO It within JO miles, return to RIC Vott. Hold SW, 220* Outhnd. oio 8 Inlaid. laitnute right turn*. 

MSA within 24 miles of facility : OOOMio®—1600% W0*-*60*—JW. 

Citv Richmond State. Vat Airport name, Richard E. ByTd riytog Field; Elev^ 1*7'; Far. Class., BVOR; Idrnt,. RIC; Procedure No, TtrVOR-16, Arndt. ;3; Kfi. 6aL», 
*• h May *5; Sup. Arndt. No. 12; Dated, 14 Nov.*4 


I within 0.0 mile of R1C VOR, climb U> TOW on II K7 KIC 


Whltehoufw lot.. 

Meadow Int. 

New Kent Int__ 

5-mlte radar lh- 


Meadow Int ....... 

Direct___ 

1000 

T-dn. 

200-1 

Illf .. . 

Direct. 

000 

C-dn.. 

6t*»-1 

RIC VOR. . -. 

Direct- 

1000 

B-d»-*i4. 

400-1 

RIC VOR tltonl)_........ 

Direct... 

000 

A-da._ 

*»•* 





•00-1 30H4. 

•00-1 ! 

*00-1 IttH 

wo: ao-i 


Proaeduie^tunl*ffrtdSoftoS ap^Kh < cr*.'r^iMiullmd.^^lSdind^ 1W7 wttldn 10 miles. Do not descend below \Mf until passing Meadow Int, or 6-mlk rwbr fit 
Mtnhnum altitude over facility on final approach m. ®O0f. . 

li^SSal oonUcTnoTwt^Ui^<*cro lPa* authcatMdTandUvg minimum* or If landing not accomplished within 0.0 mils of RIC VOR. climb on R-25S to wiUi* 
10 miles, rrtum to RIC VOR. Hold BW. -&J* Odttad, 040* Inhod. l-mlnute right turn. 

M8A within » miles of facility: aW-lMT-lOOtf; 1W*-*«r-2KW% 

CUy. Richmond: SUt*.V«4 Airport wuut. liichud K. Byrd ^Tjrta «r t»M; Brr. I*T; RVOR; Meat. RIC; ITocedur, No. TwVOR-M. Arndt :. tt. ia. 

4. By amending the following very high frequency omnirange-distance measuring equipment (VOR/DME) procedure 

prescribed in $ 97.15 to read: . _ 

K VOR/DME Stakpaeo i surer si *xt AM'Aoacv Pmocenree 

Bearings, heading*, tourtse sad radial* am magnetic. Ktevattonii and altitude* am In teat MBL. Ceilings an ln toot above airport cteraUtm. Dietanoc* aro to asmuri 

mOfl& unkri 3 otherwise indicated. except visibilities which on In statute miles. _ „_ __ _ , . i.» 

I! an Uwtrument approach procedure of t be above type Is coudueled at the below named airport, it shell be to acoonkanco will* the following Instrument •PP C ^ 1 ~'; 1 
unlew im ar*pnrKirh Is conducted In accordance with a different procedure far inch airport inthormd by the AdmlnfeAmtor of tbc F Mwrnl A viol fan Agency. InlUalapB 
shaSbem^feovcr ipedftrd route*. Minimum altitude ahull oimapood with those eatabllahod ter en route operation to the particular arra or aaaal terth bofaa. 


Transition 


Celling and visibility mlnlmunn 


From— 


To— 


Course and 
distance 


Minimum 
iRttoda 
(tee 0 


2-rngtnr or k-J* 


*5 knot* 
or 1 ms 


More than 
Wknotr 


MoffUns 

Mg* 

mortw* 

Mh* 


*» I 

MMH 
ISO* 0 


*XH 

•Mh 

100-2 


A-an’_i iiwsc f"? ,, 

If 4-2>mU*a DMK Fi« K-24S w:vt-J. tn tee* < 

wmhi gj* 

ioo-: j ** 


soo-mi 

000-2 


Radar transit ions suthorlred In accordance with approved radar patterns of Kennedy AB R. 

Procedure turn N shte of crs. 0M* Outbnd. M' Ubud WOtf within W miW. 

Miultnum altitude over facility on final swaowcli ers, 1*00 , over 4.2 -mile DMK FU R-w45, lOCCr. 

•Maintain 1000* until uaartng 4>mi -U? I>MJK FU R-24A. 

If r Ilsual ccStarf iToTrtUblK^^^^r^nt to wrtIioriTrd landing minJmimw or If landing not accomplished within ft.2 miles after pwatag Deer Tark VO R, 

Climbing turn to IK*/, proerrd direct to Door Park VOR. Hold NK on R-«15, bmlnulerlght UintA 
News; This spiitiAM u sutthorlird only dutlac the hours tiut the control tower Is ln operation. 

MBA within Y> mile* of facility; WW’-btXT—I7W. s-nilL W 

City. Fufmlnrdak: SUIT. N.T.: Airport mull*. BopuMIe AtUUod Corp.; ««..**': OU«.. BVORTAC; Idcnt.. DFK: l-rocodim No. VOB/DMK N 

KfT. date, s May 06 _ — 

g|i 


10-mile DME FU R-2» . 

10-mlle DME Fix R-258. . 

1 I-mlte DME FU K-25*or LOM - 

IIM.VOR . 

12-15 arc. . 

Dlrect„*... 

Iilrect .. . 

Direct...... - 

2200 

2200 

2200 

1700 

T-dn._ 

C-dn** - 

B-dn-6# - 

A-dn - — 

*00-1 

600-1 

600-1 

*00-2 





8onthgsle Int**... 

Breakers Int__—.—™ 

10-mlle DMK Kls K-»- 

1.1-m.de DMK FU R-2S* or LOM.^ 


S0fi-1 

*0i»-l 

•00-1 

wo-: 


to miw*. 

SiSoME FU R~ 2 » or LOM .o Export. W-AOndlo. 

If visual contort not «»tatilhtic<f upoik detfriit to authorixed landing mlnlmums or *[ T J**?! 11 *** 001 *««mi»lUl»ad within 4.8 mike after paaslng 
PU K-078, make right turn. cUmh to XXXf and proceed to Boutiyrate lnl t* R-Mi nND VOR. 

/'sttwinw* Tfrxiklti rierfl fi!ibfii)y on N I\iib 1 itiiifQM)) crpj wtthta S*3 wlltf, lom# 1 4*1 niilM, 3ftWi , Zf» 4 iiiiiw* ^. 

•Do iK»t dcsmnd Itelow until over the l.l-mifc DMK |LOM) Inbml due to NAB Barber's Point 1W/ )ct Uwf&c pattern. 

••(’trcllng N of airport not authorised because ol terrain, 5K5 —1-6 mjiea N and — 2 milss N K. 

City, Honolulu, Su*.. U»«*U; Airport w, Honolulu UNI.; Prowdur. No.VOR/DMK 


UNLVOBor»‘ 


No-1. Aodt I; *** 
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YOR/DME KTA8PAAD I KHTHl’MK>T Ari'HOACII PftOCKItCaft Continued 




Transit Ion 



Ceiling and visibility minimum* 




Course and 

t 

MinUuum 


3-cnglne or kss 

More than 
2-cttjttne, 
more than 
66 knots 

Prom— 


To- 

dLstanoe 

altitude 

<r«6t> 

Condition 

66 knot* 
or lees 

More than 
66 knot* 

ItikKir Tn< __ TX 


6-mile DMK Pis. R110. .. 

Direct ___ 

M00 

T-dn..J^. 

300-1 

300-1 

600- 

S0tV-2 

gfolie DMK Hi, R-110- 


Atnsseua VOR ifmol)... 

Direct__ 

1700 

C-dn.... 

A-dn., .. 

500-1 

600-2 

WO-l 

800-2 


Uiuhuun .ltltudr ovur fact lily on final Approach era, IT«nr 
('n aiui dtnanor, fadllty to airport* 798*- -A3 mile* 

Vlx,^ li'.t to 6-tnlI< DMK FU. R-UO-1500'; 6-mlle !>MP. FU. K llOto Ma-WilVOR t final)--17tt/. 

II ritual • ’ 'iuct \mA e*UblUbed upon descent to authorised landing minimum* or if landing not accomplished within .VS mile* alter prosing Volt, make a right- 
ublfif tur i to .DOO; return to Miusena VOR. Hold Southeast of MStfVOR, 396* Inhnd, l-mlmatc right turns. 

C.u nov yjx' torrer (2.0 mile* SW ol airport 1 

Me A w.i ..hi J5 mlksOf tactltty: «W -OW'-ABO'. OW-IMT- 3W; lbO*-27V~30U0r; Z7ii* -U 0 *~ JOUf. 


ntr. 


Ha, N.Y.; Airport name, Richard* Field, F.ky., SIS', Fac. Claaa.. tl-HVOHTAC; Went,. MK8; Procedure No. VOH/DMK No. I. Arndt. Orlg.; KIT. date, 

8 May 66 


Sol BsM^r !nt .. .......... 

0-mlle DMK KU. K 129 . 

Direct. 

3600 

T-dn.. 

300 1 

300-1 

200 H 

Inlle Dot Ftt. K129____ 

Massena VOR (Anal). 

l\rr. t 

171V 

C-dn........... 

flOO-1 

000-1 

600 1U 




A-dn,.. 

800 2 

800-2 

800-2 


Minimum altltmk over (aetllty on Anal approach err, IW, 

Cn and fiance. Iwlllty to airport, 206 - —6.3 miles. 

Wr»t Hans <r lot to Ocmie DMK PI*. R-HI Sbo';Omfl» 1>MP. PU, K IAtoMM VOR (OuaD-inW. 

M vtaml not eatahttslxd upon descent to outhortml landing minlniumii or if landing not accmnpUshcd within U mdet after | rmiri *££ \ OR, n okc a righl- 

dlmfcinf turn to 3000*; return to Mwuenu VOR. Hold 8F. of MK8 VOR, 2»C Inland, 1-mtnutrright turn.*. 

CitTa.. .W tower (2.0 miles SW ol airport). 

MM with r & miles of facility • OOOMwr-JOOO*; 0M0* two*- 3W; 18G*77O , -»0O'; 270* 360*-2000*. 

C*y, Maieeitv utr. N Y.. Airport name. Richard* Flckl; Kiev., 21V; Fac. Cln*^, H-BVORTAC; Idmt. MSS; Procedure No. VOR/DMK No. 2. Amdt. Orly; KU. date. 


lOoikhME fu R-2W . 


0,0-mlk OMR PU R 210 


Direct ... 


wou 


Tdn... 

Onto... 

B'dnd., 

A-dn.... 


300 i 

300-1 

200-H 

400 1 

500 1 

500dC* 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-3 

800-2 

800 2 


Procedure turn S aid* olers, 210* Outbnd, 050* Inhnd. AW within 10 miles. 

Mtelroatu utitude over i Arnlk DMK PU K 090 on final approach ers, 31Q0\ 

Cnyultif t imr, i Voille DMK Ph R^» to airport* OJO'-I .% mile. 

1CbSJ? ,<U 1 c00luct 004 cotahUsbrd upon dosernt to autt»orlied iandlng minimum? or if landing not acccunpllalted at 3.3-ml)e DMK FU it-090. climb to iUtf on R 062 within 


„ N ?I t ; ' Vi AuUwrliod by A TO. MLS DMK may t* used to position aircraft lor strslght-ln approach at AW between R-08? docker to* to K-271 via lOmlk DMK 
vf’r. ** * iimatlon ol pruttdur* tum. (2) Final approach from holding pattern at VOR not authorized Procedure turn rwjuiml 
M-A within 26 miles ol foetlltyr 000* aatr-AAOO. 


C*y,MLi« City. >ute. Mont.; Airport name. Mika City; Rice.. anas'; Far. Class , BVuKTAC; Tdwt., MLS; Procedure No. VOK/DME No. L Amdt. ft; Ef!. date. $ May 

tt; Sup Amdt. No. 4; Dated. 3 Oct. 64 


MIS VOR 


10-mik DMK Fu K 492. 

Direct... 

4500 

T-dn. 

3001 

300-1 




C-dn—......... 

400-1 

500-1 




fVdn-22. 

400-1 

400-1 




A-dn. ........... 

800-2 

800-2 


% 
400-1 
800 2 


L^r ^ ot «*• OnHmd, 212* Inbtid, idW between l(V and aOmiie DMK PU K (02 
< S u,uJ#1 c,vrr DMK FU R-Q82 on final approach eta. AW. 

If UVmU * I)MK *"U K-d82 to ainwt. 2ir-i.A mllrw 

WttdlttoirMijJ^voiJ 0 * OIW 1 doscenl to authorired landing minim uma or If lauding not accompli* bed at 4.4-mlk DME FU ROJi. climb to 4 AC*/ on R2J2 within 

^■ttk^^iil^UrSirrt MDMK m * r ^ we * 1 to l xwlt,ou •kcrafl kx strolghMn approach at M0t/ tetweeu R-27I clockwbp to R 0V7 via IVmUe DME aro 

CU> ‘ Ml,CI C,ly; Mow * : Airport name, Mtks City; EVv W; Par Claw . BVORTAC. Went . MI 8; Procedure No. VOR/DME No. 2, A ndt. 8. Kff. date. 8 May M; 

?^up Amdt No T Dated, if Nor «3 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


5. By amending the following instrument landing system procedures prescribed In f 97.17 to read: 

IL8 Staxpard tjuiTnukiKKT Arraoacn Pa<n*i>traa 

Bearing*. heading*. counra and radial* are magnetic. ElevaUous and altitudes art la tot MSI*. Celling am In tot above airport elevation. DbUmaa arc la n^y 
mile? unto* other w he Indicate except vtaihllliMi which tut In statute mlk*. 

U un HttCraUMBt approach procedure of the above type la conduct*] at the Inflow named airport. It shall be la accordance wit h the following Instrument aperoorh prncwhva 
tuUaM aa approach k» oooduoted to aconUnor wuh a dlflrverU prooedun? to ouch airport author Ued by (be Administrator of the Federal ArUlkm Areury. Irnth! .^.rcadm 
ahnU be made over specified routes. M tnlnmm altitude* shall correspond with those established to aai route operation In the partlcuJur area or as let forth below. 


Transition 


Gatlin* and visibility minima: i.j 


From— 


To— 


Course and 
distance 


Minimum 

altitude 

(tot) 


Condition 


3-cngtne or toss 

65 knots 
or has 

Mare thru 
•6 knr t 

800-1 

MOd 

wo-H 

•00-2 

100-1 
WO 1 
300-’ 

•oo: 


AMA YOU_ 

Canyon Int..,.^_...„ 

Claude Int...— 

Holer Int.—.. 

Palo buro Int_ 

riant Int_.. 

Sam Int...—..— 

Tower Int.. 

West Side 1 
ARC VOR.... 




Direct., 

Direct- 

Direct. 

Direct.. 

Direct_... 

Directs.... 

Direct._ 

Direct_ 

Direct. 


£000 

M-U 

mm 

m 

£900 

tono 

1000 


2ft 

tog 


Radar transition* and vectoring using Amarillo radar authorised In accordance with amoved rtul.tr patterns. 

Procedure turn B side of era, 215* Outbnd. tOft e Inhnd. 5000* w ithin 10 mile*. 

Altitude of elide alofw and distance to aptrourb end of runway at Oil, WO*—A0 mike; at MM. W15 —0.6 mile. 

Min It. mm altitude at glide dopo Interception In hod on final. MIX/. 

If visual contact not cat. % -* * - 

directed by ATC, (1) turn i 
Cavtion Towor», iw4'— 

Kot«: Glide slope restricted below 300*. AGL. 
other change: Dairies transition* from AMA RBn and Barger Int. 

required when glide slope not reerlved. 401M;, authorised. except tor 4-crgtoc turbojet aircraft, with operative ALS. 

*300 *4 required when approach lights Inoperative. 

City, Amarillo; Wats. Tctd Airport name. Amarillo ATB'Munldpa]; Etev., W; Tac. Clara.ILS; Ident,, 1 AMA; Procedure No. IL8-5, Arndt. 7; EH. date, t Mi> ». tov 

Arndt. No. 6, Dated. 3 An*. 63 


AM LOM 

AMA VOR... 

Direct..... 

fOOO 

T-dn.—, 

930-1 

ARO V OR, ...— m* 

AMA VOR. . .. 

Direct... 

6000 

C-dn 

660*1 



&-dn-2L”*."lI' 

A-<ln— 

>00*1 

900*3 


Sft 


Radar vectoring and transitions using Amarillo radar authorised In accordance with approved radar pattern. 

ITocedure turn 8 side ol era. 035* Outbnd, ai6 e Inbml. KWT wllhln 10 mUra (Nonstandard due to ATC requirenrante). 


MUdmurr^aKtudr over AMA VO K\ R 125 on final approach era, 4000'. 

l^rljual < t»ctoct*aeTupon dreernt to authorised binding mlnlmuini or If landing not accomplished within 4.5 miles after pacing AMA VOR. *• *** 
on gW ers of ILS within 10 miles of LOM or, when directed by ATC. turn left and intercept It-070. AMA VOR, climbing to HXtf within lo lull**. 

Caution: 3764' grain elevator located adjacent to BW boundary of airport. 

Other chance Delete* tranuiimu from AMA KUn and Borjtvr Int 

•AMA VOR lira 10W NW of locaUxer era Positive station pwraace required tor descent below 4600'. 

City, Amarillo; Elate, Tra.; Airport name. AraariOo ATB/WunldpftL Kiev . MOT: Fac. Clara..ILS; tdmtJ-AMA; Procedure No. IL5 21 (back era), Arndt. 5; V " Mbf 


•5; Bup Arndt. No 4. Dated. 14 Apr. 64 


W cra, ILB and lO-mlle DME Fix- 

LOM 

12-16 arc. 

DlrrcC 

2200 

MOO 

T-dn_ 

C-dn**_ 

300-1 

BUM 

W era. 1 LB and UMidie DME T\x . 

Via W’ era. 1 LB_ 

mm 

B-du-g*_ 


LOM (final). ................ 

Direct... 

2200 

A-dn--- 

•o^f 


Southgate Int...... 

HonotutoVOR.. 

Breakers Int.... 

Vf era. ILS and HVmile DMK Fht. 


2& 


Radar vectoring authorised In acoordanoc with approved patterns, 
procedure turn B side era, 260* Outbnd, 07Q' Inboa. 36W/ within 10 miles. 
Minimum altitude at glide slops interception lnbnd. 2JQ0M# 


AUltmlc at glide dope snd dtobinco to a|»proarh sod of runway at OM.IIWl r —AS mOra; MMM.MT—OA mils. ..... . T . ictoM* 

ff visual contact not established upon descent to autbortred lauding mlnLniumi or tf touting not accomplished. make right turn, climb to 20CXr and proo* * 


OarTSQM: Terrain rlw* sharply on N able AnaJ approach era; within 2 2 miles. 10«f; 4.1 miles. 2666 ; 6,4 ruffes. 
Other change Delete* note regarding ura of DMK f.ir final with elimination of procedure turn. 

##Do not d*-v?end lwtow 220/ until Intercepting glide slope doe to NAS Barber s Point lMO 1 Jet tradlc pattern. 

W'-M .Ik. S a 0j mlks SB. 


V. ireung w Mipw* IW» —I HWI P PI miaw, —*-u M ... 

City, Honolulu; State. Hawaii; Airport name. Honolulu International. Elev.. 13*; Fac. Clara, lLA; Idcnt, I-HNL; Procedure Na IL8-8, Amdt. 3; Eff. daU. V,J > 

Arndt. No, 2; Dated. 1 June 63 


Syracuse VOR— 

Lakoport Int.. 

Wtsdgporl Int.«... 

IV hit tod Im. 


Syracuse Rltn. 

Syrarura RBn___ 

Byranuie RBn final)- 

6YU Kiln (final).... 


Dlreet^.... 

Dtrsrt--— 

Direct... 


3000 

3000 

.‘••T 

2000 


T-dn*.. 

C-dn... 

S-dn-10**.. 
Ad n. . 


>00*1 

MO-t 

700-1 

py>-i 

400-1 

400-1 

>00-2 

»>-2 1 


Radar vectoring authorised In accordance with approved patterns. 

Procedure turn N ikla of era, 27b" Outbnd. Ote* inimd, 2000' within 10 mlk* 

Minimum altitude over SYR RBn on final approach ers, WOOT; over Liverpool Int, ltw. _ 

Cra amt dtolanoe. SYR RBn to airport. 0W--d7 mllra Cis and distance. Li*vn»«»l Int to airport,OOfi-5.4 mile*. ^ 

Jf°vbual ronteci not ratabllahed upon descent to authorired landing minimum* or If landing not accomplished within 6.7 miles after passing 6VR Rl v ® (l 4 n 
Liverpool Int). climb straight olirad to *XXf to BY LOM. Hold K of BY LOM, 27H* Inbwd, l-mbinte right turn*. 

CantiON; 636" antenna. 1.1 rail** 8 of npiroaeh cud of Hun way 26. 2M1/ antenna. 10.4 miles 8 of alrnort. 

Am Camiike Noth: Neither sliding seals dot reduction In minimum* authorised for takoofla to the BE. 

• *40O l >Tnu^url^oM aircraft, with operative higbdntonsity runway lights. Descent Iwlow 1C0C/ not autliorixe<l fee alrrraft r * u 1 
■SmuUanoous reception of VOR and I LB. 

Other change: Deletes transition from F’lainvillc lot 

City, Syracuse; Slate, N. Y.; Airport name, Clarence K. Hancock; Kiev, 43l # ; Fac. Clara.. IL8'; Ident.. I-BYR; Procedure N<x 1L8-10 (track cn). Amdt. XI; 1 
* Sup. Amdt- No. 10; Dated, 10 Oct. 64 
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6. By amending the following radar procedures prescribed in $ 97.19 to read: 

RADAB 8TABUABD INSTBCMEKT AmOACH PBOCBPPBB 

U-s,. 1 hi'-vltrvsA, OOOTM 0 and redial* are magnetic, Elevation* and altitude* arc In feci, M 8 L. Ceiling* arc In foci above airport clerntkui. Distances ore In nautical 
_ P - un i, > ^ ixxa ba Indicated, except visibilities which arc In statute talk*. 

if h r ,| , r laMrummt approach M conducted at the below named airport, U shall be In aconrdance with the following Instrument procedure, unless an approach to conducted 


UfttedalLh tbs ndar controller. From Initial contact with radar to final authorised Undine minimum*, the Instruction* of tb* radar controlirr are mandatory except when 
[ryJLyj contact b established on Anal approach at or before descent to the authorised Undine minimum*, or (B) at pilot** diwxetlnn if It appears < Up liable to dlaoonttnua 
th# mproarh. except when the radar controller may direct otherwbe prior to ftmU approach, a tnUttxl approach shall bo executed as provided below when (A) communication 
oa final apt>u»cb I* lost for more than S seconds during a precision approach, or for more than 30 seconds during a FurveUUnre approach; (B) directed by radar controller; 
(C) Tbuai o ti'.act Is not <rubifsbod upon dcaocnt to authorised landing minimum*; or (D) 11 landing Is not accomplished. 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors ami altitudes 


Celling and visibility minimum* 


From— 


To- 


Course and 
distance 


Minimum 

altitude 

(foot) 


Condition 


2 -euglne or teas 


65 knots 
or Ices 


T-dn_ 


C-u.._ 

S-dn-OI,....... 

A-dn.. 


Precision 

800-1 

80O-IH 

1000-3 

300-1 

1000-3 


More than 
65 know 


More than 
3-ongtnr. 
more tlian 
65 knot* 


90M 
WO- 1 4 
1000-3 
300-1 
1000-3 



800-1 

800-1H 

1000-3 
400 1 
1000-3 


800 l 

wo-ih 

1000-2 


800 1 
800-14 
1000 3 
300 1 
1000 3 


800 1 
800-14 
1000-3 
400-1 
1000-2 


This Instrument approach to be conducted In accordance with U S. Navy OCA standard instrument approach and applies to civil aircraft only 
tf visual contact not established upon descent to authorised landing minimi M “ ‘ ‘ 

Norm: 1. 3.0* glide ali>|>o. % 


d upon descent to authorlxed landing minim urns or tf landing not accomplished. Runway 6 L: Climb on 002 * to 3000* and contact OCA. 
Radar bandogs by Guam Radar (FAA) authorised in accordance m ai 


a with approved patterns. 


Cttjr, A gins. Guam, Ml; Airport name, NAB Agana; Kiev.. 288'; Foe. Class., NAB Aguna; Ident., OCA; Procedure No. 1, Arndt. 2 . Eg. data. 8 May 65; Hup. Arndt No. t; 

l>ated, 17 Apr. 66 


Radar terminal area maneuvering sectors and altitudes 


From 

To 

Dirt 

Alt 

Dlst. 

Alt. 

Dtst. 

Alt. 

Dlst. 

Alt. 

Dtst. 

Alt. 

Dtst. 

Alt. 

Condition 

2 -engine or less 

More tluin 
2 engine, 
more than 
65 knots 

65 knots 

Of h'V* 

More than 
65 knots 

•MO 

196 

0-17 

4600 











a! 

T-do.. 

C-dn.... 

B-dn-21, 03, 13. 
31#. 

A-dn. 

urvslUanco a 

300-1 | 
400-1 
400-1 
400-1 
800-2 

Pl<r<wb ' 

1 

•*m 


<V-I7 

5000 











600-1 

400-1 

400-1 

800-3 

* 

sliii 












Celling and visibility mini mums 


<* yP° n daacent to authorised lauding minimum* or If landing not accomplished, Runway «; Climb to 5000' and proewd to Amarillo VOR 

dirwtM toATc U *Z n 10 fi S 00 '* Pfoo«yllug out RdW Araartllo VOR within 16 miles. Runway 21 : CUmb to 600b' and proceed to LOM or. when 

VORVvS/.T < i. Um> •*“* ^ NX#* Proceeding out R-CTO Amarillo VOR within 13 inllea. Runway 13: Turn left, dimb to JW. proceeding out R-076 Anmrtllo 
Runway ‘Turn right, climb to 5000' to Amarillo VOR. proceed out R-076 within 15 miles. S vwum out *-ww Amarwo 

V **Zj** eo * clearance within a 3-rall* radius of KONC radio tower. Wtf-13.5 mile* NK or maintain 4000'. 

8lfiSra^M tf 2lfJr **2?!!? l ? oor ▼wtkal clearance within a J-mllc radius of TV antennas, 4306 ; and 4286'*-6,6 wU*a WN W or maintain 5300*. 
tRuiZtl ... author tre<l, except far Angina turbojet aircraft, with operative A LB. 

} 71 • 400 authorised, except tor 4-englne turbojet aircraft, with operative hlgh-lnlentlty runway light* 

hy, Amsrtllo, State, Tea; Airport name, Amarillo AFB/MunidpaJ; Kiev., 3606': Tec, Clast., and Ident., Amarillo Radar, Procedure No. 1 , Arndt. 3, Eft dale, s May 65; 

Sup. Arndt. No. 2; Dated, 6 Sept. 64 


1® 


i* 


5*?- Hcd.t iv of 8VR »uU*orts*d landing minlmums or If landing not acoompftshed. Runway ; 

*“"**7 14 Mr4 "•taMjdj. 1-minute left turns Runway U* Climb straight ahead to JUx/bY LOM. Hold 

& »<- *wur a NbTrN5.teiS.te *"V° V< i R * UoW NW otfiYH VOH : »«*»«hnd, I-mtouUr right turns. 

B’hwdud * e ? i 5 804 wductloo in minimum* autlmrlted /or takeoffs to the SB. 

CsSSS?* °1 1Wfr ° m * mxuX U » irovkled ovor - 1 365<y antenna (4B.0miles KNEof obport); 2.264^ antenna (ia6mike « of airport); 8. «jr antenna 

cJT' ' od •* *>• 

»Dkw; RUu V Y • ai.__ 4 

•. A rport name, Clareuoe K. Hancock. Kiev.. 42l\ Fac. Clsea, ABR; Ident.. Syracuse Radar. Procedure No 1, Arndt Orlg.; Kff. date, 8 May 65 


039 

40 

8000 











NO 

40 

3600 











3no 

40 

2000 

30 

2000 

20 

2600 

to 

2000 





aw 

"U. 

40 

40 


30 

2200 

30 

2200 

10 

2200 





QN6 

2000 

30 

30 

30 

2C VO 
3000 

’«i 








100 

240 

030 

>00 

. 



-. 

.. 

-- * 

- ... 






30 

1600 









.— 

• 

. 


.30‘ 

aooo“ 







139 

20 

yn 




“- 

30 

20 

7300 





. 



■ 



20 

35*10 







lao 

240 

.•** 

• 

.. 


20 

3000 








■ 

. 


........ 


’ io' 

aobo" 





M) 


- 

_.... 




10 

8000 







........ 





.7* 

** 2000* 

















s 

urreUlances 

pprowch 

1 

T-dn*. 

300-1 

300-1 

300-4 

C-dn... 

700-1 

700-1 

700-1* 4 


700-1 

700-1 

7ix> 1 

B-dn-lo“mZ 

MO-1 

600-1 

500 1 

^dn-14.. 

400-1 

400-1 

400-1 

A-dn. 

8002 

800-2 

800-2 


2 H: ClUuh straight al>ead to jjnf direct to SYR 
K of 8 Y LOM 278* Inhod, l-nilnute light turns. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


These procedures shall become effec¬ 
tive on the dates specified therein. 

(8*c* 307(c). 313(a), 601, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1053; 40 US.C. 1348(C). 1354(a). 1421; 
72SUt. 749.762,776) 

Issued in Washington. D.C.. on April i. 
1965. 

C. W. WAJ.KKB. 
Acting Director . 
Flight Standards Service. 

JF.R. Doc. 66-3611: Filed, Apr. 30, 1965; 
8:46 am.J 


Title 12—BANKS AND BANKING 

Chapter I—Bureau of the Comptroller 

of the Currency, Department of the 

Treasury 

PART 12—OWNERSHIP REPORTS OF 
CAPITAL STOCK 

Scope and Application 

This amendment issued under author¬ 
ity at R.S. 324. ct sco . as amended; 12 
U.8.C. 1 et seq.. and Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78) specifies sev¬ 
eral exemptions from the application of 
certain provisions of section 10 of the 
Securities Exchange Act of 1934. Since 
the amendment generally relieves re¬ 
striction. notice and public procedure are 
found to be unnecessary and contrary to 
the public interest. Accordingly, this 
amendment will become effective upon 
publication. 

Part 12, Chapter 1. Title 12 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations of the United 
States of America is amended by adding 
the following new sections: 

§ 12.7 Exemption from •cell on 16(b) 
of the Serurilir» Exchange Act of cer¬ 
tain transaction* by registered invest¬ 
ment con i panic*. 

Any transaction of purchase and sale, 
or sale and purchase, of any equity secu¬ 
rity of a bank shall be exempt from the 
operation of section 16(b). as not com¬ 
prehended within the purpose of that 
section, if the transaction is effected by 
an investment company registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940 and 
both the purchase and sale of such secu¬ 
rity have been exempted from the pro¬ 
visions of section 17(a) of the Invest¬ 
ment Company Act of 1940 by an order 
of the Securities and Exchange Commis¬ 
sion entered pursuant to section 17 <b) 
of that act. 

§ 12.8 Exemption from function 16(b) 
of the Securities Exchange Act of cer¬ 
tain transaction* effected in connec¬ 
tion with a di*tribulion. 

(a) Any transaction of purchase and 
sale, or sale and purchase, of an equity 
security of a bank that is effected in con¬ 
nection with the distribution of a sub¬ 
stantial block of such securities shall be 
exempt from the provisions of section 
16(b). to the extent specified in this 
$ 12.8, as not comprehended within the 
purpose of section 16(b), upon the fol¬ 
lowing conditions: 

(1) The person effecting the transac¬ 
tion Is engaged in the business of distrib¬ 


uting securities and is participating in 
good faith, in the ordinary course of such 
business. In the distribution of such block 
of securities: 

(2) The security involved In the trans¬ 
actions is (t> a part of such block of 
securities and is acquired by the person 
effecting the transaction, with a view to 
the distribution thereof, from the bank 
or other person on whose behalf such 
securities are being distributed or from a 
person who Is participating in good faith 
in the distribution of such block of se¬ 
curities. or fil) a security purchased in 
good faith by or for the account of the 
person effecting the transaction for the 
purpose of stabilizing the market price 
of securities of the class being distributed 
or to cover an over-allotment or other 
short position created in connection with 
such distribution; and 

(3) Other persons not within the pur¬ 
view of section 16(b) are participating 
in the distribution of such block of se¬ 
curities on terms at least as favorable as 
those on which such person is participat¬ 
ing and to an extent at least equal to 
the aggregate participation of all per¬ 
sons exempted from the provisions of 
section 16(b) by this $ 12.8. However, 
the performance of the functions of man¬ 
ager of a distributing group and the re¬ 
ceipt of a bona fide payment for per¬ 
forming such functions shall not preclude 
an exemption that would otherwise be 
available under this paragraph. 

(b) The exemption of a transaction 
pursuant to this l 12.8. with respect to 
the participation therein of one party 
thereto shall not render such transaction 
exempt with respect to participation of 
any other party therein unless such other 
party also meets the conditions of this 
i 12.8. 

§ 12.9 Exemption of certain wniritiei 
from Mvtiiin 16(c) of the Securities 
Exchange Art. 

Any equity security of a bank shall be 
exempt from the operation of section 16 
<c) to the extent necessary to render law¬ 
ful under such section the execution by a 
broker of an order for an account in 
which he had no direct or indirect in¬ 
terest. 

§ 12.10 Exemption from Nation 16(e) 
of the Securilirji Exchange Act of 
certain traiuaclion* effected in con¬ 
nection *ith a distribution. 

Any equity security of a bank shall be 
exempt from the operation of section 
16(c) to the extent necessary to render 
lawful under such section any sale made 
by or on behalf of a dealer in connec¬ 
tion with a distribution of a substantial 
block of the bank’s securities, upon the 
following conditions: 

(a) The sale is made with respect to an 
over-allotment in which the dealer Is 
participating as a member of an under¬ 
writing group, or the dealer or a per¬ 
son acting on his behalf intends in good 
faith to offset such sale with a security 
to be acquired by or on behalf of the 
dealer as a participant in an underwrit¬ 
ing. selling, or soliclting-dealer group 
of which the dealer is a member at the 
time of the sale, whether or not the 
security to be so acquired is subject to 


a prior offering to existing security hold¬ 
ers or some other class of person; and 
(b) Other persons not within the pur¬ 
view of section 16(c) arc participating in 
the distribution of such block or securi¬ 
ties on terms at least as favorable ai 
those on which such dealer Is pnrcjcipaW 
ing and to an extent at least equal to thf 
aggregate participation of all ;>c.noia 
exempted from the provisions of section 
16(c) by this 5 12.10. The pcrfoimaix* 
of the functions of manager of a distrib¬ 
uting group and the receipt of a bom 
fide payment for performing such func¬ 
tions shall not, however, preclude in 
exemption that would otherwise be avail¬ 
able under this S 12.10. 


§12.11 Exemption from MrtSon 16(f) 
of thf Securitiei Exchange Art of 
mIcs of acrurilic* to hr acquired. 


(a) Whenever any person is entitled, 
as an incident to his ownership of an is¬ 
sued equity security of a bank and with¬ 
out the payment of consideration, to re¬ 
ceive another security of the bank “when 
issued” or, “when distributed , the se¬ 
curity to be acquired shall be exempt 
from the operation of section 16(c) if 

(1) The sale Is made subject to the 
same conditions as those attaching to the 
right of acquisition; 

(2) Such person exercises reasonable 
diligence to deliver such security to the 
purchaser promptly after his right of 
acquisition matures; and 

(3) 8uch person reports the sale on the 
appropriate form for reporting trail*- 
actions by persons subject to section 
16(a). 

(b) This 1 12.11 shall not be construed 
as exempting transactions Involving both 
a sale of a security "when i^ued” or 
“when distributed” and a sale cf the 
security by virtue of which the seH* 
expects to receive the “when -Issued” or 
“when-distributed” security, If the two 
transactions combined result in a sale of 
more units than the aggregate of tbo« 
owned by the seller plus those to be re¬ 
ceived by him pursuant to his right of 
acquisition. 

§ 12.12 Arbitrage Inuuuic’rinn* ***** 
arcliou 16 of thc.Serttrilif* I wlirtP 
Act. 


It shall be unlawful for any director 
principal officer of a bank to effect toy 
foreign or domestic arbitrage transsa** 
In any equity security of the bank uiw» 
he shall include such taWMsctioni» 
statements required by section 16' a „ 
the Securities Exchange Act and » 
and shall account to such ban* £<* 
profits arising from such transact*, 
provided in section 16<b>. The p* * 
sions of section 16(0 shall 
such arbitrage transactions The P 
sions of S 12.2 and of section U ***” 
apply to any bona fide foreign or ^ 
tic arbitrage transaction Insofar a* . 
effected by any person other than 
director or principal officer of tnc 
issuing such security. 


utod: April 27, 1965. 

CM.1 JAMK J 

Comptroller of the Currt** 
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Saturday. May U 1{ * ss 

Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Chopfer II—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

PART 203 —BRIDGE REGULATIONS 

p AR T 207— NAVIGATION 
REGULATIONS 

Morshyhope Creek, Md., and 
Withlocoochee River, Fla. 

I pursuant to the provision* of sec¬ 
tion 5 of the River and Harbor Act of 
August 18. 1894 (28 Stat. 362; 33 U.S.C. 
499 > t §203 245 Is hereby amended with 
respect to paragraph (f)(13) to permit 
the Maryland State Roads Commission 
bridge across Marshyhope Creek at 
Brookvicw, Md., to remain in a closed 
position, effective 30 days after publica¬ 
tion in the Federal Register, as follows: 

5 203.243 Navigable waters diarliurginR 
into die Atlantic Ocean wouth of and 
intruding Chesapeake Hay atni into 
the Gulf of Mexico, except the MU- 
sU*ippi Kivrr and iU tributaries and 
outlet*; bridges where constant at- 
tendnnrr of draw tenders is not re¬ 
quired. 


(f) Waterways discharging into Chesa¬ 
peake Bay. • • • 

(13) Marshyhope Creek, Md,; Mary- 
knd State Roads Commission bridge at 
Broolrvlcw. The draw need not be 
for the passage of vessels and 
Paragraphs (b) to (d), inclusive, of this 
action shall not apply to this bridge, 
wagraph (e) of this section shall apply 
to this bridge only to the extent that the 
operating machinery of the draw shall be 
tttlntalned In a serviceable condition. 


Apr, 13, 1965, 1507-82 (Marshyhope 
>-“ESOCW-ONl <«* S. 28 8 tat. 

33 UJ8.C. 499) 

^r^ant to the provisions of sec- 
a * * of th * Rlver and Harbor Act of 
(4 ° Stat * 266 ; 33 U^.C. 1). 
designated as 5207.175c, 
. U designated as 5 207.175b, 
rlivpir!!** * 2 °T475a is hereby prescribed, 
thr me> administration and 
the lock at Carlson's 
across the Wtthlacoochee 
ttooL ® l ^ Br , l * n ’ s Lading, Fla., effective 
fSonj COlnP et on ot the structure, as 


* ‘ Ijimlini l)am n 

K* ' lock, Uithlnroorhre l(it 
Wlion***' administration and not 

or “Bency controUl 
Le required to open 

10 12 tZn .nH^ CXCept ,rom 7 a 
during j£L j l ri£. tr . 0m 1 p m ' t« 7 p.i 
OctJ^i h 1 . p ' rl ? d 01 February 15 throu 

11 noZ »n!. , h ycar: and f rom 8 a m. 

tot the re,', fr°m 1 pjn. to S p.m., dt 
During ^“fning memtha of each ye; 
>«* sh^i) h “ urs and Periods t 

thepassasrpnf 0Pencd upon demand i 

° r ? Kency “ntroUl 
»0d descrto/S. p ace slKn *. of such s 
„ ption « may be designated 

No. 84- a 


the District Engineer, US. Army Engi¬ 
neer District, Jacksonville, Fla., at each 
side of the lock indicating the nature of 
the regulations in this section. 

§ 207.175b Wffklfjr Bayou, an arm of 
Boggy Bayou, Fla., at Eglin Air Force 
Boat; restricted area, [Redc»ig- 
natrd ] 

g 207.175e Ben’s Lake, a tributary of 
Clhortawhatrliee Bay, Fla., at Eglin 
Air Force Baae; restricted area. 
1 Rcdcftignatcd] 

(Regs.. Apr. 20. 1965. 1507-32 (Wtthlacoochee 
River, Flm.) —-ENGCW-ON | (sec. 7. 40 8 Ut. 
266; 33 U.S.C. i) 

J. C. Lambert, 

Major General^S. Army , 

The Adjutant General. 

(Pit. Doc. 65 4584; Filed, Apr. 80. 1965; 
8:46 am.) 


Title 32—NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Chapfer I—Office of the Secretary of 
Defense 

SUBCHAPTM E—DEFENSE CONTRACT 
FINANCING 

PART 163—DEFENSE CONTRACT 
FINANCING REGULATIONS 

Miscellaneous Amendments 

Section 163.43 is revised, and in 
5 163.79-2, the date in the clause heading 
Is changed, as follows: 

§ 163.13 Amount und maturity of guar¬ 
anteed loan*. 

(a) Subject to the limitations of the 
asset formula (9 163.42). the maximum 
amount of guaranteed credit in individ¬ 
ual coses, and the maturity date of 
guaranteed loans or credits, are fixed to 
conform reasonably to the borrower's 
financing requirements for defense pro¬ 
duction contracts on hand at the time 
of application for guarantee. If addi¬ 
tional defense production contracts are 
entered into after the application and 
before authorization of a guarantee, to 
such extent as to require increase in 
the maximum amount, or longer matu¬ 
rity for the requested guaranteed loan, 
adjustments may be made to provide for 
the borrower's additional financing re¬ 
quirements. Also, guarantee agreements 
for existing guaranteed loans may be 
amended, on submission of pertinent in¬ 
formation and Federal Reserve Bank 
report to the guaranteeing agency con¬ 
cerned, to provide financing for defense 
production contracts entered into by the 
borrower during the term of the guar¬ 
anteed loan. 

(b) Also, within the limits of the ap¬ 
plicable loan formula and ceiling amount, 
there is generally no objection to in¬ 
clusion in the borrowing base, of assets 
under defense production contracts 
entered into after the date of the guar¬ 
antee agreement. However, in excep¬ 
tionally weak cases, and in the cases of 
guaranteed loans established for financ¬ 
ing only one or a small number of con¬ 
tracts. it is the practice to require that 
financing of relatively substantial addi¬ 
tional defense contracts under existing 
guaranteed loans be done only with the 
consent of the guarantor. 


(c) Where guarantee agreements are 
amended to provide financing for con¬ 
tracts entered into by the borrower dur¬ 
ing the term of the guaranteed loan, a 
new certificate of eligibility will normally 
be required. It is not the policy of the 
Department of Defense to continue fur¬ 
nishing assistance in the form of guaran¬ 
teed loans over an extended period of 
time except in cases where it is rea¬ 
sonably necessary to do so to obtain the 
required products. 

8 163.79-2 Direct labor and materials 
cost rluuM*. 

Progress Payments (November 1964) 

• • • • • 

(Rev. 10. ASPR. Apr. 1. 1965| (aoc. 2202, 70A 
Stat. 120; 10 UB.C. 2202) 

J. C. Lambert, 

Affljor General, U.S. Army, 

The Adjutant General 

(PR. Doc. 05-4683; Filed. Apr. 30. 1965; 
8:46 am.) 

Title 36—PARKS, FORESTS, 
AND MEMORIALS 

Chapter III—Corps of Engineers, 
Department of the Army 

PART 311— PUBLIC USE OF CERTAIN 
RESERVOIR AREAS 

Big Bend (Lake Sharpe), Cold Brook 
and Elk City Reservoir Areas 

The Secretary of the Army having de¬ 
termined that the use of the following 
reservoir areas by the general public for 
boating, swimming, bathing, fishing and 
other recreational purposes will not be 
contrary to the public interest and will 
not be inconsistent with the operation 
and maintenance of the reservoirs for 
their primary purposes, hereby prescribes 
rules and regulations for their public use, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 4 
of the Flood Control Act of 1944 (76 Stat. 
1195), adding reservoirs to 95 311.1 and 
311.6(b), as follows: 

§31 LI Area* com* red. 


Kan hah 


Elk City Reservoir Area, Elk River. 

• • • • • 
South Dakota 

Big Bend Dam—Lake Sharpe, Missouri River. 
Cold Brook Reservoir Area, Cold Brook. 


§ 311.6 Hunting and (idling. 
• • • • 
(b) • • • 


South Dakota 


Big Bend Dam—Lake Sharpe. Missouri River. 
Cold Brook Reservoir Area. Cold Brook. 


|Regs., Apr. 19, 1965. KNGCW-OM) (sec 4. 
58 Stat. 889, as amended; 1C UJS.C. 460d) 


J. C. Lambert, 
Major General, US. Army, 
The Adjutant General 


(P-R. Bjc/ 66-4585; Filed. Apr. 30. 1965; 
8:46 am.) 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Title 49—TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter I—Interstate Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTEI A—GENERAL RULES AND 
REGULATIONS 

(Special Permission No. 10500; Arndt ] 

PART 141—freight schedules 

Alternation of Through Rates With 
Aggregate of Intermediates 

At a session of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. Special Permission 
Board, held at its office in Washington. 
D.C„ on the 23d day of April AX). 1965. 

It appearing, that by Special Permis¬ 
sion Application No. 41124, filed by H. R. 
Hinsch. agent, for and in behalf of all 
carriers and their tariff publishing offi¬ 
cers or agents, seeks amendment, under 
section 6 of the Interstate Commerce Act 
(49 U.8.C. sec. 6 ). of Special Permis¬ 
sion No. 16500, to depart from the terms 
of 88 141.4 (h> and (i) and 141.7(b) 
(Rules 4(h). 4(1), and 7(b) of Tariff 
Circular No. 20) to permit publication of 
the Aggregate of Intermediate Local. 
Joint and/or Proportional Interstate 
Rates as permitted by Permission No. 
16500, with one or more restrictions In its 
application while continuing Rule 56 (or 
other existing aggregate rules) for appli¬ 


cation on other or excluded descriptions 
of traffic. A full investigation of the 
matters and things involved in Applica¬ 
tion No. 41124 having been made, which 
application Is hereby referred to and 
made a part hereof: 

And it further appearing, that the rule 
hereinafter authorized for publication 
being a relaxation of the regulations 
prescribed governing the construction of 
freight schedules, rule-making procedure 
under section 4(a) of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. sec. 1003) is 
deemed unnecessary: 

It is ordered, That. 49 CFR Part 141 
be. and the same la hereby amended by 
changing paragraph (a) of 8 141.200 as 
follows; 

§ 141.200 Alternation of through rate* 
with aggregate of intermediate rule*. 

(a) In order to facilitate the applica¬ 
tion of rates which will be in accord with 
the aggregate-of-intermediates provision 
of the fourth section of the act, common 
carriers by railroad and their duly ap¬ 
pointed tariff publishing agents may de¬ 
part from the terms of 81 141.4 (h) and 
(I) and 141.7(b) (Rules 4(h). 4(i), and 
7(b) of Tariff Circular No. 20) for the 
purpose of incorporating in tariffs nam¬ 
ing rates and charges for the transpor¬ 
tation of property the following rule in 
lieu of the rule authorized In 8 141.56 
(Rule 56 of Tariff Circular No. 20): 

If on any shipment an aggregat^-of-Inter¬ 
mediate local, joint and/or proportional In¬ 
terstate rates constructed via a route over 


which the through rate published tn \bt» 
tariff 1* applicable produces a lower charp 
than the through rate, such agyrr^ate a* 
rates will apply via aU routes authorised in 
this tariff and the through rate has no *ppu» 
cation to any such shipment via any ©f these 
routes. 

Common carriers by railroad and their 
duly appointed tariff publishing agcati 
when publishing the foregoing rule may 
provide for its nonapplication to rates on 
particular descriptions of trnflic, In 
which event, as to such rate. the rule 
authorized in 8 141.56 may be used. 


(Sec. 12, 24 Stat. 383, as amended. 49 USC 
12. Interpret or apply sec 8. a* amende* 
24 8tat. 380. as amended. 40 UJB.C. 6) 

It is further ordered . That this amend¬ 
ment shall become effective May 10, 1965, 

It is further ordered. That in all othrr 
respects the terms of original Special 
Permission No. 16500 shall remain the 
same. 

And it is further ordered. That notice 
of this order be given to the general pub¬ 
lic by depositing a copy in Uk oace of 
the Secretary of the Commission at 
Washington. D.C., and by Win* with the 
Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, 8peclal Pc rmlasten 
Board. 

(seal] Bertha F. Ah mis. 

Acting Sccreterf. 

(PR. Doc. 65-4600; Piled. Apr. SO, 1#*: 

8:46 am i 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Consumer and Marketing Service 
t 7 CFR Port* 1040, 1042 1 

|Oodt«t No* AO-225-A14, A0-240-A7| 

MILK IN SOUTHERN MICHIGAN AND 
MUSKEGON, MICH., MARKETING 
AREAS 

Notice of Recommended Decision and 
Opportunity To File Written Excep¬ 
tion! on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreements 
and to Orders 


Pursuant to the provision* of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1927, os amended <7 U.8.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marfccUn* agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
riren o! the filing with the Hearing 
Clerk of this recommended decision with 
respect to proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreements and or¬ 
ders regulating the handling of milk in 
the Southern Michigan and Muskegon. 
Mich,, marketing areas. 

Interested parties may file written ex¬ 
ceptions to this decision with the Hear¬ 
ts Clerk. US. Department of Agricul¬ 
ture. Washington. DC.. 20250. by the 
20th day after publication of this deci- 
»on in the Federal Register. The ex¬ 
ceptions should be filed in quadruplicate. 
* submissions made pursuant 

to this notice will be made available for 
Puouc inspection at the office of the 
Heartr*!' Clerk during regular business 
o°un <7 CFR 1.27(b)). 
h *7J Hminanf statement. The joint 
wing on the record of which the pro- 
amendments, as hereinafter set 
Jr). to the tentative marketing agree- 
^ orders as amended, 
at * d ‘ was conducted at Lan- 
on Nov «nber 16-20 and No- 
Pursuant to notice 
hereof wh Schwa s lssued October 20.1964 

therJf IS 4 ?' • ftnd supplemental notice 
1564 oq p h i ch , WIIS haued November 2, 

tLI 29 Pi * l4d *»- 

the iKSUes on the record of 

, wtn« relate to: 

and 0f °, rd ? r * No * 40 and No. 42 

2 aSSSSh 11 .° f the mar keting area. 

ProvIsl0ns of the con- 

Older concerning: 

•b> differentials; 

cntiaia; ^ 1 prtcc and bl »tterfat differ- 

<d! rp 0uirements; 

lei ^f^catlon of milk; 

milk not under 1111110,111 P ri <* Tor 

pian: 

<v> Tt,., ot pooling; 

an pi^ d l vcrted 10 Southern Mlchi- 


(hi Administrative and miscellaneous 
provisions. 

Findings and conclusions. The follow¬ 
ing findings and conclusions on the ma¬ 
terial issues are based on evidence pre¬ 
sented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Merger of Orders No. 40 and No. 42 
and expansion of the marketing area. 
The Southern Michigan and the Muske¬ 
gon orders should be consolidated. The 
marketing area of the combined orders 
should be expanded to cover territory in 
18 additional Michigan counties, to wit., 
all of Alpena. Montmorency. Alcona, 
Oscoda. Iosco, Ogemaw. Roscommon. 
Missaukee, Gladwin, Osceola. Lake. 
Mason. Newaygo, and Oceana Counties 
and the unregulated parts of Arenac. 
Clare. Allegan, and Presque Isle Coun¬ 
ties. The territory covered by the new 
order should be called the '‘Southern 
Michigan marketing area". The Muske¬ 
gon order should be revoked. 

The Agricultural Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Act specifies that orders shall reg¬ 
ulate only the handling of agricultural 
commodities, or products thereof, which 
are in the current of interstate or foreign 
commerce, or which directly burden, ob¬ 
struct or affect interstate or foreign com¬ 
merce. Milk handling under the pro¬ 
posed order is in the current of. and 
burdens, obstructs or affects. Interstate 
commerce In milk and milk products. 
Milk from farms in Indiana and Ohio Is 
supplied to various Michigan handlers 
who would be regulated under the con¬ 
solidated order. These handlers are in 
direct competition in distribution with 
handlers who purchase milk produced in 
Michigan. Handlers and cooperatives in 
the consolidated market either manufac¬ 
ture milk surplus to bottling needs or 
ship such milk to manufacturing plants. 
Some of the products manufactured from 
producer milk at these plants are shipped 
outside the State of Michigan. 

Merger of orders. Merger of the 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon orders 
and expansion of the marketing area 
were proposed by nine cooperative asso¬ 
ciations operating in the markets. Pro¬ 
ponents testified that the area they pro¬ 
posed has become so closely integrated 
from a marketing and distribution stand¬ 
point that its regulation under a single 
order now Is appropriate. They also said 
that such a merger and expansion of the 
orders would more nearly encompass the 
current major sales territories of han¬ 
dlers in the market and insure uniform 
pricing to producers of milk distributed 
throughout such area in the interest of 
both producers and handlers. Merger of 
the orders was not opposed. 

Southern Michigan is the larger of the 
two markets proposed for merger. The 
Southern Michigan marketing area in¬ 
cludes most of the central and southeast¬ 
ern portion of the Michigan Lower 
Peninsula. It extends from Detroit on 
the east to beyond Grand Rapids and 


Kalamazoo on the west. Over 300 mil¬ 
lion pounds of producer milk arc pooled 
under the order each month. The 
Muskegon marketing area includes terri¬ 
tory in three counties in western Michi¬ 
gan. It borders the western edge of the 
Southern Michigan area. Muskegon and 
Holland, its principal cities, are both 
within 40 miles of Orand Rapids in the 
Southern Michigan area. About 10 mil¬ 
lion pounds of milk are pooled under the 
Muskegon order each month. 

A close sales relationship has devel¬ 
oped between these adjacent markets. 
The intermarket competition developed 
as a byproduct of plant expansion and 
improvements in milk transportation. 
Handlers In both markets In recent years 
have increased the capacity of their 
plants to reduce unit processing costs 
and to obtain higher returns through in¬ 
creased volume. An enlargement of dis¬ 
tribution areas accompanied the increase 
in plant size. Competition was encour¬ 
aged by the similar health requirements 
in the two-market area. 

With the expansion of distribution 
areas, a substantial number of routes 
originating in each of the present mar¬ 
keting areas now extend into the other. 
Handlers from several cities in the west¬ 
ern portion of the Southern Michigan 
marketing area have entered the Muske¬ 
gon market. Grand Rapids handlers, for 
example, have established regular routes 
in both Muskegon and Holland. South¬ 
ern Michigan handlers from Kalamazoo 
and Carson City have acquired milk 
routes in Holland. Although in lesser 
volumes. Muskegon handlers likewise 
have acquired business in the Southern 
Michigan marketing area. Most of their 
sales are in the portion of the SouUiern 
Michigan area closest to Muskegon, but 
some of their routes extend as far east 
as Greenville. Mich,, in Montcalm 
County. 

Under these conditions of close com¬ 
petition. packaged milk sales accounts 
shift between these markets. Shifts of 
this type can cause sharp movements in 
producer blend prices, particularly In the 
Muskegon market. When large accounts 
change hands across market lines. Class 
I use and blend prices move up in one 
market and down in the other even 
though Class I use in total is not changed. 
This type of transfer creates no serious 
problem in the present Southern Michi¬ 
gan market because of Its size. In Mus¬ 
kegon. however, where Class I use is 
about 6 million pounds, or only 3 percent 
of the Southern Michigan total, any sub¬ 
stantial loss of large accounts, such as 
supermarkets, for example, can cause 
significant monthly blend price changes. 

The intensity of intermarket competi¬ 
tion has increased in recent months. 
Southern Michigan handlers in particu¬ 
lar have increased the proportion of their 
business in the Muskegon marketing 
area. The inroads made by the South¬ 
ern Michigan handlers have reduced 
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blend prices In Muskegon. Should these 
acquisitions continue, a major portion of 
the Muskegon Class I sales would be lost 
to Muskegon producers. If this happens, 
Muskegon producer prices can be ex¬ 
pected to be subject to variability and 
frequent readjustment as the Muskegon 
market attempts to equilibrate with the 
producer prices of the Southern Michi¬ 
gan market. Shifts of this type some¬ 
times take a considerable amount of 
time. During the adjustment period the 
incomes of Muskegon producers would 
be significantly affected making it dif¬ 
ficult for them to operate efficiently. 

The overlap of distribution and supply 
routes has progressed to the point that 
a separate Muskegon market for pro¬ 
ducers no longer can be distinguished. 
In this connection there is strong com¬ 
petition between Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon handlers for supplies of milk. 
Handlers in the two markets buy their 
milk from overlapping miiksheds. In 
Ottawa County, for example, 237 pro¬ 
ducers sell to Southern Michigan han¬ 
dlers and 185 sell to Muskegon handlers. 
The relationship Is similar in Oceana 
County. There are 54 producers in that 
county who ship to Southern Michigan 
handlers and 40 producers who ship to 
Muskegon handlers. The Muskegon 
market has become, in effect, an Integral 
part of the larger Southern Michigan 
area. 

To eliminate these problems the Mus¬ 
kegon order should be merged with 
Southern Michigan under a marketwide 
pool. By providing proportionate shar¬ 
ing among all producers of total Class I 
sales in the market, the merger will sta¬ 
bilize prices and eliminate much of the 
present price uncertainty connected with 
shifts of sales accounts back and forth 
between the markets. Under a merged 
order there would be no decline in pro¬ 
ducer incomes attributable to the effects 
of intermarket competition at the resale 
level. 

As a corollary matter In accomplishing 
an order merger efficiently and equitably, 
the assets in the administrative funds of 
both orders should be consolidated. All 
currently regulated handlers who con¬ 
tributed to the administrative funds of 
the separate orders will continue to be 
regulated under the merged order. Since 
no handlers would fall from regulation 
and the liabilities of each of the present 
funds would be paid from the consol¬ 
idated fund. It is equitable to employ ac¬ 
cumulated monies to defray such liabili¬ 
ties and to carry over any minor balances 
to be used for administrative costs of the 
merged order. 

Virtually all producers who contributed 
to the market service funds of the pres¬ 
ent orders also will continue to supply 
the expanded market. This makes con¬ 
solidation of the marketing service funds 
appropriate since contributing producers 
would continue to receive similar market 
services for accumulated monies remain¬ 
ing in the market service funds. 

Similarly, merger of the producer-set¬ 
tlement fund balances is warranted be¬ 
cause most of the producers for the new 
market currently supply one or the other 
market. Producers from the present 
markets will make up more than 99 per¬ 
cent of the total. Nearly all the money 


in the separate funds therefore will be 
reflected In the blend prices of the pro¬ 
ducers whose money makes up the fund 
reserves. Under these circumstances, 
there would be little object in distribut¬ 
ing the producer-settlement fund re¬ 
serves to producers under the separate 
orders and again accumulating the re¬ 
quired reserve for the consolidated order. 
This would increase administrative ex¬ 
pense and would add virtually nothing to 
returns of producers under the present 
orders. 

Interest should be charged under the 
consolidated order on overdue payments 
to and from the administrative, market¬ 
ing service and producer-settlement 
funds. Both of the present orders include 
this requirement. It encourages the 
prompt payments required for effective 
operation of the order. Also, following 
the effective date of the merged order, ac¬ 
crued interest should be payable under 
the consolidated order on any overdue 
obligations incurred and still outstanding 
under the present Southern Michigan 
and Muskegon orders. This will insure 
payment of all obligations required by 
the now separate orders and enhance 
orderly transition to the merged order. 

Basically, the provisions of the present 
Southern Michigan order will be the 
provisions of the consolidated order. 
This was contemplated by proponents of 
the merger. Most of the provisions of 
Order No. 40 have worked satisfactorily 
in the dominant Southern Michigan 
market which currently regulates about 
95 percent of the milk to be covered by 
the new order. Further, many of the 
provisions in the present Muskegon order 
are similar to those in the present South¬ 
ern Michigan order. In general. Order 
No. 40 provisions therefore should work 
satisfactorily as the basic provisions of 
the consolidated order. Certain of the 
Order No. 40 provisions arc expressly 
modified herein, of course, in accordance 
with proposals considered at the hearing. 
These modifications arc discussed in the 
findings and conclusions on the other 
material Issues of the hearing. 

Marketing area expansion. The mar¬ 
keting area of the consolidated order 
should include also the counties of Al¬ 
pena. Montmorency. Alcona, Oscoda, 
Iosco, Ogemaw. Roscommon, Missaukee, 
Gladwin. Osceola. Lake, Mason. Neway¬ 
go, and Oceana in Michigan. Further, 
the portions of Arenac, Clare, and Alle¬ 
gan Counties which arc not now included 
under either the Muskegon or Southern 
Michigan order and the part of Presque 
Isle County which Is not within the Up¬ 
state Michigan order should be added to 
the marketing area. Such territory has 
become a primary distribution area for 
handlers regulated by the present orders. 

Most of this new territory lies between 
the marketing areas of Orders No. 40 and 
No. 42 and the Upstate Michigan (Order 
No. 43) marketing area. It Includes all 
unregulated territory In a band of 16 
counties which begins at midstate on the 
west and extends generally northeast¬ 
ward across the entire Lower Peninsula 
of Michigan. Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon regulated handlers have Im¬ 
portant distribution outlets throughout 
this entire area. From their plants in 
Flint. Bay City, Saginaw, Lansing. Car- 


son City. Grand Rapids, and Muskegon, 
they sell milk in virtually every sizable 
community in these counties. 

Nearly two-thirds of the milk sold 
throughout the 16 counties is distributed 
by Southern Michigan and Muskegca 
handlers. Including the above ares tn 
the marketing area would bring under 
full regulation as pool handlers sli 
known distributors who engage primarily 
In the sale of milk in fluid form but ibo 
are not now under any order. Such dis¬ 
tributors referred to In the record are lo¬ 
cated In Scottville < Mason County), Loft, 
lngton (Mason County). Lake City 'Mis¬ 
saukee County), Marion (Osceola Coun¬ 
ty), Reed City (Osceola County), and 
Tawas City (loaco County >.Mich. That 
was no opposition by any of the Utter 
distributors or by any other person* to 
adding such counties to the markrttof 


area. 

At present no supervised rli- 

pricing plan prevails In any of the abou 
areas. Mast of the unreguliu d handka 
located in the counties maintain itlt- 
tlvely high Class I use at their plscii 
and commonly pay a fiat price to 
their milk regardless of utilizattoi 
This practice provides them oppor¬ 
tunity to buy milk for sale there to 
fluid form at prices considerably brlot 
the minimum Class I prices required to 
be paid by regulated handlers. Par ex¬ 
ample, an unregulated handler to® 
Scottville, Mich., purchase rnilk vUh- 
out regard to utilization at a price eqaa 
to the blend price received by Muskifcc 
area producers. Farmers selling null to 
this handler do not consistently ww 
his full plant needs, however, and 
plemental milk is bought from the near¬ 
by Muskegon market. The proportion® 
his dairy farmer supply utilized In 
I regularly exceeds that of the 
market by a considerable margin. Ptf* 
ment on the basis of the Muskegon 
blend price (which for the first 9 
of 1964 reflected an average CLu* I 
of 60 percent of producer receipts) pro¬ 
vided a significantly lower price “J 
distributor as compared to 
handlers who are required to pay not 
than minimum order Class I P™** 

The marketing area should 
tended to cover the 
counties In order to assure 
handlers that as to these area* “ 
tribution currently unregulated can¬ 
tors will not be afforded signiflcamPjT 
advantage on milk for fluid dtstnw 
there. There was general 
both handlers and producer ^ 

in the Southern Michigan 
markets for inclusion of the above 
ties in the marketing area. 

Newaygo County Is located^™®* 
above group of counties. It bc,ra f^ h ^ 
kegon and Kent Counties in 
located Muskegon and Orand ^^ 
major cities in the present 
areas. Newaygo County 
cent to other Important ***** r yp? 
of regulated handlers rrf- 

kegon. Grand Rapids, and ^ of 
ulated handlers distribute $-■> P® 
all milk sold within this cour> >; ^ 

Producers who *^f* y , h ^ tor ^*5* 
bounty unregulated distribute 
n opposition to the inclusion o* 




a i_that. 
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tar pays for milk on a classified price 
basis There is no assurance at present, 
however, that all fluid milk sold from 
hli plant Is paid for at a Price equivalent 
to the minimum Class I price required 
to be paid by regulated handlers selling 
la the county. Full regulation Is re¬ 
quired to place this unregulated distribu¬ 
tor on the same price and accounting 
basis as his regulated competitors. 

In Allegan County, which Is located 
south of Muskegon, an Order No. 40 han¬ 
dler from Kalamazoo, Mich., has Im¬ 
portant distribution. Also, two Order 
No 40 handlers and an Order No. 42 han¬ 
dler have plants located In this county. 
The most populous portion of the county 
and & majority of the milk sold In the 
county already are under regulation. 
The record Indicates the possibility that 
there may be one unregulated handler 
distributing in the county. There was 
no opposition to including the remainder 
of the county in the marketing area. 

Territory occupied by local, state, or 
Federal reservations, installations, or in- 
itltuUons geographically located within 
the defined marketing area should be 
part of the area to be regulated. Water¬ 
front faculties and craft moored thereat 
which are within such area also should 
be covered Such government facilities 
and waterfront locations on Lake Erie 
and Lake Michigan are important sales 
outlets for regulated handlers. They 
*hould be Included in the marketing area 
In order that regulated handlers will not 
be forced to compete at a disadvantage 
with unregulated distributors for such 
bjainess. The order should specify 
dearly that all premises within such fa¬ 
culties are to be considered as part of 
marketing area and that all han- 
tuers distributing there are subject to 
terms of the order which are appli¬ 
cable to their operations. 

All producer milk received at regulated 
PjanU must be made subject to classified 
^ nder ort ter regardless of 

nether it is disposed of within or out- 
JJS*®*marketing area. Otherwise, the 
th* 7 order would be nullified and 
iwpardSed mArketAn * P^ess would be 


a P°ol handler’s “In area” sale 
re subject to classification, pricing, an 
regulated handler with Class 
ketiflJ*^ 1 butde and outside the mar 
chtei. 00111(1 fasten any value h 
VM 5ales - He thereto 

, RVeraKC c «»t of aU o 
latcd th *t 0* other regu 

*a7»n^ U , e K r8 , h ^ in « or substantl 
aurkrtinf . thelr Class 1 «>*■ within th 
S*'", Unless afi milk of sucl 
(!, i* rc BUlated under th 

to eftecuve wou ! d not he subjec 

*»ce ofIJr.Sl** rcffula tlon. The ab 
tad poollM C ^r lve c * a&s 'flcaUon. prlcinc 
onJtrlv ^ °f su ch milk would dlsrup 
^l*Ld cond,tlon s within th 

10 » co’nmw u area and could lea< 
»^h^f breakdownof the order. 1 
1100 of hts X'T free 10 value a Por 
ft Would be prlce he choose* 

form prlcp. t h’fhosslhle to enforce uni 

0r »*m?f^t, to K aU , fUlly re8Ulat «l handler 
«oee£ biwU cf payment to the pro 

- fore, that the order prlc 


all the producer milk received at a pool 
plant regardless of the point of disposi¬ 
tion. 

Class I milk may be sold within the 
regulated marketing area from certain 
plants not under any Federal order. One 
source of such milk Is a plant located 
outside the marketing area which dis¬ 
tributes in the marketing area less than 
600 pounds of milk per day. 6uch a 
plant is made exempt from regulation 
because it is not considered to be a sig¬ 
nificant competitive factor in this large 
market. Another source of milk not 
subject to full regulation Is a plant which 
fails to qualify as a pool distributing 
plant because Its distribution of fluid 
milk products on routes is less than re¬ 
quired for pooling status. However, 
significant amounts of milk could be 
distributed In the marketing area from 
this latter source which would have a 
disruptive effect on marketing unless 
some method is used to integrate it into 
the regulatory plan. There is, of course, 
no way to treat such unregulated milk 
uniformly with regulated milk other 
than than to regulate It fully. Never¬ 
theless, it has been concluded that the 
application of ’‘partial’’ regulation to 
plants of the latter type would not Jeop¬ 
ardize orderly marketing conditions 
within the regulated marketing area 
under present circumstances. Official 
notice Is taken of the June 19. 1964. de¬ 
cision (29 F.R. 9002) supporting amend¬ 
ments to several orders, including the 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon 
orders, which deal with the treatment of 
unregulated milk In the regulatory 
scheme. 

Under the method of partial regulation 
continued in the consolidated order, the 
operator of a partially regulated distrib¬ 
uting plant is afforded the options of: 
(1) Paying an amount equal to the dif¬ 
ference between the Class I price and the 
uniform price on all Class I sales made In 
the marketing area. (2) purchasing at 
the Class I price under any Federal order 
sufficient Class I milk to cover his dis¬ 
position within the marketing area, or 
(3) paying his dairy farmers an amount 
not less than the value of all their milk 
computed on the basis of the classifica¬ 
tion and pricing provisions of the order 
(the latter is an amount equal to the 
order obligation for milk which is im¬ 
posed on fully regulated handlers). 

While all fluid milk sales of the par¬ 
tially regulated plant are not necessarily 
pricing on the same basis as fully regu¬ 
lated milk, the provisions described ore. 
however, adequate under most circum¬ 
stances to prevent sales in the marketing 
area of milk not fully regulated (pooled) 
from adversely affecting the operation 
of the order and the fully regulated milk. 

2. (a) Location differentials. The lo¬ 
cation adjustment rates applicable to 
Class I and producer prices under the 
order should be modified to reflect more 
accurately the location values of milk de¬ 
livered to various points in the Southern 
Michigan marketing area. 

Price zones. Historically. Detroit dis¬ 
tributing plants relied tor a major pro¬ 
portion of their milk supplies on milk 
assembled at and transshipped from 
country receiving stations and supply 
plants located beyond a 50-mile radius 


from the city. Milk was delivered to the 
country plant locations In cans. In re¬ 
cent years there has been a general con¬ 
version by producers throughout the 
milkshed to the bulk tank method of de¬ 
livery and such method now is dominant 
in the market. Approximately 85 per¬ 
cent of the producer milk is being 
shipped from farm to plant in this way. 
Virtually all distributing plants outside 
Detroit and its environs are fully sup¬ 
plied directly from producers* farms by 
the bulk tank method. This is particu¬ 
larly the case in cities such as Flint, Bay 
City. Saginaw. Lansing. Kalamazoo, 
Orand Rapids, and Muskegon. 

The Metropolitan Detroit area includes 
approximately 50 percent of the popu¬ 
lation of the marketing area and re¬ 
quires about 100 million pounds of Class 
I milk per month (one-third of the pro¬ 
ducer milk in the market). The fact 
that bulk tank routes may extend as far 
as 100 miles from the plant, as compared 
to a 50-mile maximum distance of 
direct-delivery can routes a few years 
ago, has resulted in a fourfold Increase 
in the direct-shipment procurement area 
available to Detroit distributing plants. 
Today approximately 15 percent of the 
producers’ farms are located within 50 
miles of Detroit while about 60 percent 
of the forms are within 100 miles of De¬ 
troit. Thus, on a direct-shipment basis 
there are within 100 miles of the city 
supplies adequate to Detroit’s fluid needs. 
Although nearly one-third of the Detroit 
fluid requirements still are furnished 
through country receiving plant assem¬ 
bly. bulk tank handling has made it 
practicable to supply all distributing 
plants In the Detroit area on a direct 
farm-to-plant basis. 

The location adjustment rate struc¬ 
ture under the present Southern Michi¬ 
gan order was adopted in February 1960, 
based upon evidence adduced at a hear¬ 
ing held in January 1959. With the 
nearly complete conversion to bulk tanks 
since that time and an improved high¬ 
way network In southern Michigan with 
superhighways connecting most of the 
principal urban centers with Detroit, 
there has been a great increase in ef¬ 
ficiency In handling. Because of the 
resultant reduced costs, the location 
values of milk in various parts of the 
milkshed have been altered significantly 
since 1959. 

The problem of location pricing 
at hand is essentially one of recognizing 
in the minimum price structure the new 
reduced cost patterns for moving raw 
milk to various plant outlets and insur¬ 
ing an adequate supply to each of the 
several consuming centers in the market¬ 
ing area which in several Instances are 
located in principal producing counties of 
southern Michigan. Concerning the 
Metropolitan Detroit area, the present 
minimum price structure does not pro¬ 
vide sufficient incentive for bulk tank 
producers within direct-delivery range 
of the city to ship directly to Detroit 
since they may realize a higher net re¬ 
turn for delivering their milk to Zone I 
distributing plants outlying from De¬ 
troit or to country supply plants which 
are generally closer to their farms. This 
is the result primarily of Inadequate 
compensation to the direct-delivery pro- 
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ducer relative to producers at outlying 
plants to offset higher hauling costa to 
Detroit caused by the lack of adequate 
return to direct-delivery producers on 
their excess milk (over base), the longer 
distance traveled, and the increased 
time consumed by haulers under con¬ 
gested traffic conditions. 

Because Detroit Is by far the largest 
of the consuming centers in the market¬ 
ing area and must obtain the largest 
volumes and reach the farthest distances 
for milk as compared to other marketing 
area cities. It Is In Important competition 
with some of the other cities for supplies. 
Most other cities of the marketing area 
need reach out a radius of only 10-25 
miles in order to find necessary supplies. 
These secondary consuming centers com¬ 
pete with each other for supplies and 
their hauling rates are very similar. 
Also, the hauling rates to the latter for 
farm-to-plant delivery generally are 
lower than for farms in similar vicinity 
shipping to Detroit. There is a tend¬ 
ency, however, for Detroit to draw milk 
in competition with such markets as 
Jackson and Lansing and for the latter 
in turn to compete with cities to their 
west, such as Kalamazoo, Grand Rapids, 
and Muskegon. A reasonable schedule 
of location adjustments should recognize 
this competition In supply procurement 
and. In the interest of marketing effi¬ 
ciency. encourage the movement of pro¬ 
ducer milk needed at fluid market out¬ 
lets at the lowest possible cost to 
producers. 

Producer associations in the market 
submitted a variety of proposals on loca¬ 
tion pricing. Several associations pro¬ 
posed area zoning which would modify 
the area zone structure in the present 
Southern Michigan order by employing a 
plus 3-cent •'direct-delivery'* defferential 
on producer milk delivered from farms 
to Metropolitan Detroit plants and re¬ 
ducing the range of minus adjustments 
applicable on such milk delivered to 
plants In zones outside the present Zone 
I (zero differential) flrom a range of 7-20 
cents to a range of 3-15 cents, generally 
in proportion to distance from Zone L 
Zone boundaries would be modified to 
some extent. Another association pro¬ 
posed a somewhat similar price structure 
with the same plus direct-delivery differ¬ 
ential but with lesser differentials appli¬ 
cable In outlying zones. 

Another producer proposal would ap¬ 
ply a minus differential of 5 cents at all 
supply plants wherever located, or. con¬ 
trariwise. a direct-delivery differential of 
5 cents at all distributing plants. One 
association proposed that the consoli¬ 
dated order provide only a plus 5-cent 
direct-delivery differential at Detroit 
plants with no minus adjustments at 
other locations. 

Handler proposals varied from one 
suggesting complete elimination of loca¬ 
tion differentials to retention of the pres¬ 
ent zone structure. Several handlers 
suggested that either no direct-delivery 
differential should apply at Detroit plants 
or a differential snould apply only on 
Class I or base milk rather than on all 
deliveries of the producer. One handler 
proposed adoption of location adjust¬ 
ments strictly on mileage zoning (In 
contrast to area zoning), as employed 


in the Detroit order before the marketing 
area was enlarged in February 1950. 

Adjustments to producer prices for lo¬ 
cation should reflect the relative value | 
of milk delivered to city distributing 
plants as compared to milk delivered to 
supply plants and receiving stations. 

Historically, location adjustment rates 
in the market where based on the cost 
of moving milk from receiving (assem¬ 
bly) plants outlying from Detroit dis¬ 
tributing plants. With bulk tanks the 
direct-delivery area has expanded so that 
all distributing plants in the market are 
now within range of an adequate supply 
by direct-delivery. Direct-delivery by 
bulk tank has become the most prevalent 
method of delivery in the market and 
represents the lowest cost method of get¬ 
ting milk from the farm to the popula¬ 
tion centers in the market. With the 
development of bulk tank handling the 
need for country receiving stations is 
diminishing. In general, the variation 
in bulk tank hauling rates based on dis¬ 
tance traveled Is about 1 cent per 10 
miles radius from the plant. Typical 
hauling rates on routes up to a 20-mile 
radius are 20 cents, up to a 75-mile 
radius 25 cents, and up to a 120-mile 
radius 30 cents. 

Under the past method of supplying 
Detroit's needs for whole milk; i.e., the 
receipt of milk at country receiving sta¬ 
tions and its transshipment to city bot¬ 
tling plants, the order specified certain 
rates for location of plant as an allowance 
for movement of the milk from the coun¬ 
try plant to the city. These rates were 
(and still are) applicable to Class I and 
base prices. However, the handler of the 
city distributing plant purchasing from 
a country plant operated by a coopera¬ 
tive customarily has paid, over and above 
the Class I price at the country receiving 
plant location, a plant handling charge 
and any transportation charge applied in 
excess of the location adjustment allowed 
under the order. At the time of the 
hearing the additional transportation 
charge most commonly imposed by coop¬ 
erative sellers was 5 cents per hundred¬ 
weight and the country plant handling 
charge was 14 cents per hundredweight. 
In certain other Instances the propri¬ 
etary handler incurs the equivalent of 
such cast of country receiving by operat¬ 
ing his own receiving station. 

The value to a handler of direct-deliv¬ 
ered milk is related to the lowest cost of 
an alternative supply which meets his re¬ 
quirements. When abundant supplies 
are available from a relatively large 
number of producers who are delivering 
to nearby pool plants and being paid the 
order minimum prices, only a small in¬ 
crement Is needed to Induce an adequate 
supply of direct-delivered milk at a given 
location. If the best alternative source 
Is direct receipts from producers In a 
more distant area, direct delivery from 
the nearby producers Is worth the price 
which must be paid In the more distant 
territory plus the additional cost of 
transporting milk from that distant ter¬ 
ritory. If the best alternative supply is 
milk from a country supply plant, the 
worth of direct-delivery milk will be re¬ 
lated to the class price at that plant plus 
the charge for country plant handling 
and hauling. 


The extra value of milk received at the 
city location as compared to Its value 
when received at the country assembly 
point has been well established in the 
past by the prices and charges r msarj 
to induce movement of the needed iu> 
plies to Detroit. This value rclatlaoktyp 
has been altered, however, by the fact 
of the relatively new and lower con bulk 
tank delivery method, but a hi* her tike 
of milk delivered at Detroit still prevalk 
Even with bulk tank handlln;: the Gin 
I price level at Detroit must be suffldfDifr 
above the levels at outiyini? plant loct- 
tions In the mllkshcd to Indue*? the deliv¬ 
ery of whole milk to Detroit i its prin¬ 
cipal uses there. 

Bulk tank handling in this area bai 
progressed to the point that, the moii 
likely alternative source to replace n«rty 
milk for Detroit is direct receipts tra* 
producers In a more distant territory 
Therefore, the relative location valumd 
producer milk under today a condldom 
are reflected in the differenc e in haul¬ 
ing cost to deliver to a Detroit plant ai 
compared to delivery to an outlylm 
plant. In order to encoura the drib- 
cry of milk to Detroit (and to the other 
consuming centers) by the most eflcfcsl 
means, these differences in coft should t* 
reflected in the minimum price stmdwi 
to producers. As part of a modified & 
cation pricing plan, a •"direct-ddlmf 
differential", or plus zone adjustment* 
afi milk of the producer direct dcUvertf 
from farms to plants located in and new 
Metropolitan Detroit, as proi ed of 
eral producer groups, therefor* tagm 

be adopted. „ _ ^ 

While the focal point of the Icwxn 
price structure In the marketing 
Detroit, there are. however, <evc«i im¬ 
portant secondary markets or popw^ 
tion centers within the markets* 
at varying distances from Detroit, 
location price structure therefore met* 
be such that adequate fUppU* 
will be attracted to these cities as w® 
to Detroit. To accomplish these 
a zone price structure similar ***/"* 
presently employed in the 
Michigan order, but appropriately 
fled to fit today s marketing condWJ 
will best reflect the location utility 
milk at various other point5 In tne 
ketlng area and mllkshcd 
A direct-delivery differential of 
per hundredweight should be app 
to all milk received from famw « ^ 
located in the townships ^ ^ 

and Southfield of Oakland Coortf 
In those portions of Wayne County. 
than the townships of NorthnLr. p- 
outh. Canton, Van Boren Sumpw* 
vona. Nankin. Romulus, Huron. __ 
Browns town, Monguagon. ana 
Isle. This area represent 
densely populated urban area o 

politan Detroit. _ Mich** 

Under the present Southern 
order there is no price dineren ^ 
tween Detroit and the outlying ^ 
Ann Arbor. Pontiac. Port 
Saginaw, and Bay City, wnicn ^ 

constitute the population 
ent Zone l which are out*™ ^ 
Metropolitan Detroit. * 
hundredweight differential at ^ p 
tan Detroit plant locations 

Af TnfiP I AS Ci* 
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decision (which varies slightly from pres¬ 
ect Zone I) on milk direct-delivered to 
plants so located should provide an ade¬ 
quate return to producers to offset the 
rt&Uvcly high cost of hauling to plants 
in this congested portion of the market- 
uu ares. 

Some producer associations proposed 
that the direct -delivery zone price be 3 
ant* per hundredweight while others 
proposed that it be as much as 5 cents per 
hundredweight Proponents of the 3- 
ctnt differential stated that it takes at 
feast 3 cents per hundredweight addi¬ 
tional to induce haulers to negotiate the 
congested traffic condition in Detroit as 
compared to hauling the milk to plants 
In the fringe area or suburbs of the city. 
One witness stated that hauling rates 
into Detroit from the “thumb" area to 
the north average about S cents greater 
than hauling rates on milk from the same 
area delivered to Pontiac (25 miles north 
of the City Hall In Detroit). Other wit¬ 
nesses stated that hauling rates on some 
routes originating about 60 miles west of 
Detroit were 5 cents greater into Detroit 
than to plants in the vicinity of the 
firms. 


Ideally, the amount of the differential 
should reflect the added direct-delivery 
cat of transporting milk to Detroit 
plant! compared to delivery to other Zone 
I plants and various supply plants. Since 
these plants are at varying distances 
from near-in Detroit plants, it Is not pos- 
dNe to establish one differential which 
precisely reflects the additional hauling 
C0# J* to such plants from each other lo¬ 
cation. However, the amount of the dif- 
between Detroit and nearby 
ctues should not be significantly greater 
ujja the added hauling cost involved in 
wuer that plants in these nearby cities 
“Jv!* a f sure<1 oX supplies. In view of 
Ik T? J^dence a differential of 4 cents 
» ^equate between Detroit and 
wch other plants. 

I "direct-delivery** differential, the 
differential at Detroit plants 
tothf by tho handler directly 

dt^?I!* uccr (rathcr than to all pro- 
7 lroUi ; h the producer-settlement 
phot** 10 ! ^ mak delivered to such 
®V ch Payment will tend to re- 
stooJ?'L*?? tlon uU Uty of all milk 
JusihS Individual producer—not 
cm Mw-hT* m ^ 1116 prttent South- 
? Tdcr docs not ren «t a 
S ln Ule Price for 

in thc lft tter circum- 
hauUng cosi paid by a 
delivery of his mUk to a 

eloaese 1 1 Ms i^ T than the P lant 

lion tn hL**!/^* resulte a reduc- 
of hasp Th? * or HdHt l® excess 

(UrreUdel vp^' ^ new Provision for a 
rectly S^th^^rr5 ffcrenUaI Payable di- 
*t h produce r is designed to off- 

J extra C05t »hip- 

coinpartH to ^ t 0 ^troifc location as 
flintiLurf hippin * toe same milk to a 
, nca [ er hbl f *™- The en¬ 
gagement to the producer to deliver 


r*>«0«ro<i ***££ • producer 4 * milk 
lor 10 * glvcn mom P Uj 

If at tout; 
monthly deliveries are mm 


all his milk by this means for bottling 
use will benefit all producers through 
the overall savings in transportation 
made possible. 

It was objected that in some instances 
such application will mean that the 
direct-delivery differential will be paid 
on milk which the handler actually uti¬ 
lizes in Class n. It Is concluded, how¬ 
ever. that the differential should be pay¬ 
able on all milk so received by all plants 
ln the designated area regardless of the 
type of operations conducted in the plant. 
All the milk delivered by producers to 
the designated area is available for the 
fluid market. Moreover, any milk uti¬ 
lized for other than fluid purposes, as 
well as for fluid requirements, in an area 
of highly deficit production, such as the 
city of Detroit and its environs, requires 
delivery from more distant production 
areas. Since milk customarily is manu¬ 
factured into Class n products by pro¬ 
ducer organizations ln outlying areas ln 
the milkshed. the producer should not be 
placed ln the position of taking a return 
on any part of his milk delivered to the 
city location lower than he would receive 
at a country supply plant, taking into 
account thc lower cost of hauling to the 
latter plant. Thus. If the handler re¬ 
quires deUvery directly to Detroit, it is 
not unreasonable to require reimburse¬ 
ment to the producer for the extra cost 
of such delivery relative to transporting 
to the country plant location whether a 
Class I or Class n use Is Intended at the 
city location. 

Thc application of the direct-delivery 
differential ln this manner may be com¬ 
pared with the cost of milk to the han¬ 
dler for Class n use at the city under thc 
interplant delivery system. Prior to the 
use of bulk tanks Detroit handlers ob¬ 
tained most of their milk supplies 
through country supply plants and some 
still do. Except for an 8 percent allow¬ 
ance over actual Class I needs (to cover 
day-to-day sales variations). such a han¬ 
dler receives no location credit under thc 
order on transfers of milk from supply 
plants for Class n use. Such pricing 
provisions recognize that the transporta¬ 
tion charges on the finished dairy prod¬ 
ucts, such as butter or nonfat dry milk, 
are minimal as compared with the haul¬ 
ing cost on whole milk and that milk can 
be readily processed into Class II manu¬ 
factured dairy products at country loca¬ 
tions. Handlers desiring whole milk for 
Class n processing ln the city pay the 
transportation cost and plant handling 
charges on any whole milk transhipped 
to Detroit from country plants for such 
uses. Consequently, the handler who 
receives direct-delivered milk has the al¬ 
ternative of paying the extra charges in¬ 
cidental to purchasing through a country 
plant to obtain whole milk for such use 
at the city. 

It Is concluded that adoption of the 
direct-delivery differential will promote 
orderly marketing by assisting to induce 
an adequate supply at near-in Detroit 
plants by efficient means of handling, en¬ 
couraging a further shift from country 
receiving to the more economical direct 
shipment from farms to city plants. In¬ 
suring that the potential savings from 
such handling method will be returned to 
producers, better equalizing handlers' 


costs, and compensating thc direct-de¬ 
livery producer for the added cost he in¬ 
curs In delivering directly to the city lo¬ 
cation. 

Tlie location adjustment structure 
outside the present Zone I (zero differ¬ 
ential) should be revised ln recognition 
of the general reduction In transporta¬ 
tion costs resulting from bulk tank de¬ 
livery and to reflect net differences In 
cost associated with distance relative to 
deUvery to Zone I. A precise description 
of each of the various price zones, which 
vary to some extent from their counter¬ 
parts under the present Southern Mich¬ 
igan order, is set forth In $ 1040.54 of the 
order included In this decision. For pur¬ 
poses of the discussion below, however, 
references of a more general nature arc 
sufficient. 

In view of the plus 4-cent direct- 
delivery differential for delivery to 
Detroit, thc present differential for Zone 
n of minus 7 cents should be changed to 
minus 3 cents. Taking the direct-deliv¬ 
ery differential into account, this results 
ln thc same location price difference be¬ 
tween plants in this zone and Detroit 
plants as now prevails. It also wUl re¬ 
sult ln a 3-cent difference between Zone 
n and thc relatively nearby plants ln 
Zone I outside the Metropolitan Detroit 
area. 

Part of the present Zone n includes 
the territory lying approximately 50-90 
miles west of Detroit and encompasses 
the territory surrounding thc cities of 
Jackson <75 miles from Detroit) and 
Lansing (90 miles from Detroit) as well 
as thc pool supply (manufacturing) 
plants at Adrian (70 miles) and Mason 
(80 miles). The remainder of the pres¬ 
ent Zone n includes the lower portion 
of Lapeer County with a supply plant lo¬ 
cated at Imlay City. This plant Is In 
a sparsely populated area 30 miles cast 
of the city of Flint (Zone I) and 50 miles 
north of Detroit. 

This portion of Zone n should be ex¬ 
tended northward about 20 miles Into 
Tuscola and Sanilac Counties to include 
the lower portion of the "thumb" area 
of the State which also is a sparsely 
populated, heavy milk production area 
bounded by Lake Huron on the north and 
east sides; by the densely populated 
Flint-Saginaw-Bay City corridor (Zone 
I) on the west side; and by Pontiac and 
Port Huron (Zone I) to the south. The 
present location adjustment at the 
"thumb" area receiving stations located 
at Brown City (69 miles from Detroit) 
and Peck (72 miles from Detroit) Is 10 
cents. There were two different zone 
proposals made by cooperatives which 
would modify the differential at these 
plant locations relative to Detroit. Both 
proposals placed this area In the same 
zone as thc remainder of the "thumb" 
area which extends about 50 miles far¬ 
ther to the north. However, since both 
these plants are about 70 miles from 
Detroit, it would cost about 7 cents extra 
for a producer to deliver his milk direct¬ 
ly to Detroit. 

Zone n thus will Include the territory 
west of Detroit lying generally within 
Lenawee, Jackson. Ingham, Livingston, 
and Washtenaw (western portion only) 
Counties and thc territory north of De¬ 
troit lying within Lapeer. St. Clair 
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(northern portion), Tuscola (southern 
portion), and Sanilac (southern portion) 
Counties. Zone n Is surplus production 
territory where Detroit and other Zone I 
handlers can obtain a major proportion 
of their fluid milk requirements. It 
should be noted, however, that Zones I 
and II in combination are deficit in pro¬ 
duction relative to the total fluid re¬ 
quirements of such rones. These two 
zones include about 75 percent of the 
population of the marketing area but 
only 40 percent of the producer milk. 
Class I milk requirements for these two 
zones are about 145 million pounds per 
month and production within the two 
zones Is about 130 million pounds per 
month. Some additional milk therefore 
must be attracted to the cities in these 
zones to meet their Class I requirements. 

Extension of Zone II further Into the 
Mlcliigan “thumb" area to include that 
portion within approximately 80 miles 
of Detroit at a minus 3-cent differential, 
together with the 4-cent direct-delivery 
differential, will reflect more accurately 
the respective costs of moving milk to 
Detroit plants and to plants In the near¬ 
by Zone I cities of Flint and Port Huron 
relative to plants in such Zone II. 

An additional zone designated Zone III 
to include the remaining territory within 
approximately 50 miles of the several 
cities In Zone I should be provided in the 
order with a minus 5 -cent location ad¬ 
justment. This zone would Include the 
remainder of the "thumb” area which 
is mainly east of Saginaw and Bay City 
(Huron County and the northern por¬ 
tion of Tuscola and Sanilac Counties). 
It also would Include the area extending 
about 50 miles north and west of Bay 
City. Saginaw, and Flint. It includes 
generally the counties of Arenac. Glad¬ 
win. Midland. Isabella. Gratiot. Clinton, 
Shiawassee, and portions of Ba>\ Sagi¬ 
naw. Montcalm, and Ionia. The remain¬ 
ing portion of this zone w r ould extend 
about 25 miles west beyond Zone n in 
the counties of Eaton. Calhoun (eastern 
portion*. Branch (eastern portion), and 
Hillsdale. 

Further described. Zone HI Includes 
sparsely populated heavy production 
areas within direct-delivery range of 
Zone I plante. About 5 percent of the 
population and 25 percent of the pro¬ 
duction in the market is within Zone 131. 
Zones I. n, and III together comprise 81 
percent of the population in the market¬ 
ing area while 65 percent of the total 
market supply Is produced within this 
combined territory. It is estimated, how¬ 
ever. that while about 155 million pounds 
of mltk per month are needed for Class I 
use within this three-zone area, about 
215 million pounds of milk per month 
are produced therein. 

A 5-cent differential in this zone will 
reflect closely the additional cost to a 
producer to hove this milk hauled to a 
plant in Zone I compared to a plant with¬ 
in this territory. This will assure that 
the necessary additional supplies over 
those available in Zones I and n are 
attracted to the densely populated Zone 
I area as needed. 

Zones I. II. and III together encompass 
ail Southern Michigan territory gener¬ 
ally within a radius of about 120 mil e s 
of Detroit. Although this area has less 


production relative to fluid needs as com¬ 
pared to the remainder of the market, 
there nevertheless 1 s more than an ade¬ 
quate supply of milk for fluid uses within 
such three zones. The location differen¬ 
tial structure In the remainder of the 
market therefore should be formulated 
so as not to encourage milk to be at¬ 
tracted to Zones I, n. and m which is 
unneeded there. Such a price structure 
will tend to maximize net returns to pro¬ 
ducers in the market by not encouraging 
the employment of unneeded milk haul¬ 
ing facilities. Nevertheless, as in other 
zones, location differentials in the re¬ 
maining surplus production area should 
be kept in practical relationship to the 
cost of hauling to the deficit area (Zone 
I). Milk in production areas such as the 
western and northern portions of the 
Lower Peninsula, where milk produced 
exceeds local fluid market requirements, 
has a value in Class I closely related to 
the price In the nearest area where the 
milk may be put to fluid use less the cost 
of transporting milk to such area. 

A principal change needed in the pres¬ 
ent location adjustment structure is a 
reduction in the amount of minus ad¬ 
justment applicable at plants on the 
western side of the state, l.e., plante in 
and around the cities of Grand Rapids. 
Muskegon. Holland. Kalamazoo, and 
Battle Creek. These cities and their 
neighboring territory in the counties of 
Muskegon. Ottawa. Kent, Oceana. Ne¬ 
waygo. Mecosta, Allegan. Barry. Van 
Buren, Kalamazoo. Berrien, Cass. St. 
Joseph, and the western portions of 
Branch. Calhoun. Ionia, and Montcalm 
Counties have about 17 percent of the 
population of the market and 24 percent 
of the available supply of producer milk. 

The cities in the western side of the 
State now are connected to the cities to 
the east by superhighways, making it 
relatively easy and inexpensive to move 
milk from this area towards markets in 
central and eastern parte of the State. 
However, under the present Southern 
Michigan order the area west of Lansing 
and Jackson is divided into three zones, 
where prices are 5. 8 , and 13 cents, re¬ 
spectively. lower than the level applicable 
at Lansing and Jackson plante. Such 
differentials have tended to encourage 
some producers under the order to seek 
markets to the east in other location 
zones where the higher zone prices more 
than offset the extra hauling cost. 

The zoning proposals of the several 
cooperatives called for one western zone 
encompassing all the cities on the west¬ 
ern side of the State with a minus loca¬ 
tion differential 3 to 4 cents greater than 
the amount applicable at Lansing and 
Jackson. In this connection they stated 
that in February 1963 the associations 
began paying producers under their 
premium price plan on the basis of a lo¬ 
cation adjustment schedule different 
from the one under the present South¬ 
ern Michigan order for the purpose of 
discouraging the movement of milk out 
of the lower priced western zone into 
the higher priced zones since the milk 
was not needed in the latter zones. 

It is appropriate to adjust prices In the 
western cities relative to the central and 
eastern cities so as to reflect as nearly as 


possible current differences in dinct-d*. 
livery hauling rates between Bones. Tt> 
accomplish this the western portion of 
the market should be divided into tvo 
price zones. The cities of BatO erw*, 
Kalamazoo, Grand Rapids, and the ad¬ 
jacent areas should be in one zone to be 
designated Zone IV. The cities of Hol¬ 
land, Muskegon, and the western tier of 
counties should be In the other zone— 
Zone V. The differential in Zone IV 
should be minus 7 cents (or 4 cents under 
the price at Lansing and Jackson). A 
4-cent difference closely reflects the ad¬ 
ditional direct-delivery cost of shtpptay 
milk to Jackson from farms locat'd Id the 
vicinity of Battle Creek, which Is about 
40 miles west of Jackson. Similarly, it 
is about 40 miles between Lansli, ’ and tlx 
pool manufacturing plant at Ssiinae, an¬ 
other alternative outlet for milk from the 
Grand Rapids area. 

Kalamazoo and Grand Rapids are only 
20 miles west of Battle Creek and 8*ri- 
nac, respectively. Any differential to 
prices between these respective locatiom 
would tend to encourage producer! to 
ship their milk east of these cities, ptr- 
ticularly to the manufacturing plant to 
Sarinac. A 2-cent higher price at Kala¬ 
mazoo relative to the tier of emmtirnto 
the west will tend to Insure ^ipplim to 
this city relative to the pool manufactur¬ 
ing plant located In Allegan Counff 
which also represents a ready alternate* 
outlet for those milk producers weat« 
the city. TO assure that adequate rip- 
plies will be delivered to these rtties d 
minimum transportation cost thff 
should be in the 7-cent differential woe 
Specifically, this Zone IV should indofc 
the counties of Mecosta. Kent. Barn* 
Kalamazoo. St. Joseph, and the weoten* 
portion of Montcalm. Ionia, C ulioun.ofl® 
Branch Counties. . 

The differential in the wrstom tier ci 
counties (Zone V) should be minuij 
cents (making the price 2 ecno dc 
that at Grand Rapids and Knlam**oo* 
The cities of Holland and Ma *c*od 
located in this area on the edge of 
Michigan and arc about 30 andI 40 J®"* 
respectively, from Grand Rapids* ^ 
these cities are located next to tae«£ 
on their western side, their nnlksuPP^ 
must be procured generally to . 
toward the Grand Rapids pro* 1 * 
area. A differenial in excess of 
below the price at Grand 
tend to encourage producer* In ujc - 
em tier of counties near Mu^egon 
Holland to ship their milk 
Rapids. A 2-ccnt dlfTeren 
should not tend to encourage 
the western-most portion of tiw ^ 
ties to ship to Grand Rapids *^4 
tion, Muskegon and Holland ar f_ vc j jr 
somewhat north and south. * 

of Grand Rapids and thereby *^ 
able to attract supplies from '->u 
tions in competition with a 
price at Grand Rapids. ^ ja 

If the western tier of c0U ” t ‘^ nids |DA 
the same price zone as Gram* 
Kalamazoo, there would be no ^ 
for producers located there to •' ^ 

milk to these cities as the 
plants located In Allegan 05 

Counties are closer to thefr 
the other hand, if the pric 
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Rapids and Kalamazoo were fixed more 
than 4 cent® lower than the price in the 
eastem markets of Lansing and Jackson, 
there would be a tendency for producers 
located on the eastern edge of these cities 
to ship their milk eastward. These two 
cities, in turn, would be forced to rely on 
stalks located to the west. It is con¬ 
cluded that the price structure provided 
herein will tend to attract adequate sup¬ 
plies to these western Michigan cities as 
wen as reflect the location utility of milk 
in the area in relation to the Detroit level. 

In their roning proposals producer 
croups placed Berrien County On the 
southwestern confer of the state) in a 
separate zone with a differential of 4 
to 6 cent* lower than the price at Kala¬ 
mazoo. This county lies 40-60 miles west 
of Kalanui'oo and is bordered on the west 
by Lake Michigan. Thus, plants in this 
area must procure supplies to the cast 
toward Kalamazoo in Cass. Van Burcn. 
and Allegan Counties and. accordingly, 
must pay producers a price competitive 
with what they would receive by shipping 
to Kalamazoo. A price in this county. 
3 cents less than at Kalamazoo, should 
attract needed supplies from the western 
portion of the lakeside counties while a 
neater differential would tend to en¬ 
courage such producers to ship to Kala¬ 
mazoo. 

The western tier of counties from 
Muskegon on south (Muskegon. Ottawa. 
Allegan. Van Burcn. Cass. Berrien) 
therefore should be in the minus 9-cent 

zone. 


The remainder of the Lower Peninsula 
<afl territory lying north of the afore- 
mentionzd zones) should be divided into 
three zones with differentials which 
«08dy reflect tlie additional direct-ship 
hauling costs therefrom to the nearest 
cities in Zone I as compared with haul- 
ton costs to local plants within such 
As previously discussed, this ad¬ 
ditional hauling cost is about 1 cent per 
10 miles. 


The first of these three zones should 
? an extension of Zone V (9 cento) oi 
west side of the state and continue 
«®ffheastward across the state abov< 
17 m. Specifically, thl 
maid extend Zone V to Include Newaygo 
Luto. Osceola. Clare. Missaukee, Ros 
wmmon, Ogemaw. and Tosco Countice 
S? presently regulated plant h 
it k a Pool manufacturing plan 
tbou^Jn 1 ° scc ? 1 * County which i 
Pa* northwest of Saginaw an< 

wr C !hlf Z f ne V ' 11 1* expected, how 

thiA trilk 1 *, our b °ttling plants wlthli 
^troup 0 f COPnUc8 wlll beoom€ repu 

nc u&Ion °* t* 1 * 5 territory h 

<iifferent r u C i^ n fi ***** A mlnu * 9-cen 
of milic rf/ w , l , U reflcct thc location utility 
rrlatlv/. * , suc ^ 1 Pl* nt * in this zoni 
Upmarket ** *** al prlnc,pal clUes u 

eStoSS* 201115 iZon * VI) should in 
Crawfo^ of Alcona * Osc odn 

Wexfwd Qran d Traverse 

Thii \xtr Ste ?»* Mason * an <* Oceana 
(next to Zone V 

dUerential WIde * A mlmw 12-ccn 
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price level at these plants In relation to 
Zone V plants at Ev&rt and Muskegon. 

The remaining Lower Peninsula coun¬ 
ties of Alpena, Montmorency. Presque 
Isle. Cheboygan, Otsego, Emmet. Char¬ 
levoix. Antrim. Leelanau, and Benzie 
should be in a minus 15-cent zone (Zone 
VII). This would reflect the location 
utility of milk at plants in this area rela¬ 
tive to the zero zone (Bay City, the north¬ 
ernmost city in the zero zone, is about 
150 miles south of Zone VII). The only 
pool plants in Zone VII ore located at 
East Jordan and Hillman. 

This zone differential structure in¬ 
cludes all the territory in the Lower 
Michigan Peninsula and thereby Includes 
the locations of all plants which are cur¬ 
rently pooled under either of the orders 
to be consolidated and those of the ad¬ 
ditional plants which will be brought 
under regulation by expansion of the 
marketing area. However, in thc event 
plants located outside the above zones 
should become pool plants, provision 
should be made to assure their proper 
price alignment with the plants In thc 
specified zones. The most likely loca¬ 
tions of such plants arc south of thc 
Michigan State line in the States of Ohio 
and Indiana. A differential of thc 
amount provided for the zone nearest to 
the plant plus 1 cent for each 10 miles 
that such a plant U located beyond the 
nearest point In such zone will assure 
proper price alignment with plants lo¬ 
cated In the specified zone areas as well 
as reasonably to reflect transportation 
costa based on distance. 

Transfer adjustments. Thc transfer 
adjustment credits to handlers operating 
distributing plants, on milk received from 
other pool plants and allocated to Class I. 
should be modified to reflect the amount 
applicable at the location of the trans¬ 
feror plant under the aforementioned 
schedule of location differentials. 

Certain producer associations proposed 
that transfer adjustment credits be mod¬ 
ified by applying a schedule of allowances 
for Interplant movements different from 
the rates applicable to Class I and base 
prices and that all such transfer credits 
be discontinued after a period of 2 years, 
m support of the proposed change, pro¬ 
ponents stated that the cost of moving 
milk a given distance from one plant to 
another plant frequently Is greater than 
the difference in direct-delivery costs for 
the respective locations. The proposed 
adjustment rate is 10 cents per hundred¬ 
weight plus 1 cent more for each 10 miles, 
or portion thereof, that the transferor 
plant is located more than 50 miles from 
the City Hall in Detroit. Proponent con¬ 
tended that this schedule would be ade¬ 
quate to cover the transportation cost of 
moving milk from supply plants to bot¬ 
tling plants in Detroit. 

The 2-year limit on the proposal was 
based on the estimated completion date 
of the conversion from can to bulk tank 
handling in the market. Thus, propo¬ 
nents contend, the proposals would tend 
to equalize handler costs on milk from 
supply plants with that which is direct- 
delivered from farms. 

The proposed transfer credits would 
not be significantly different from the 
zone location differential rates adopted 
herein where the transfer is between 


plants which are both located beyond 50 
miles from the CUy Hall in Detroit since 
both rate schedules are based on a pre¬ 
vailing hauling cost of 1 cent per 10 miles 
(earlier explained). 

The proposed transfer credit schedule 
indicates that there is an additional 5 
cento 44 fixed cost* 4 In transporting be¬ 
tween plants as compared to differences 
In rates for direct-delivery hauling. Ap¬ 
plication of the 1 cent per 10 mile rate 
within the 0-50 mile zone (where the 
proposed rate was 10 cents) would leave 
a residual of 5 cents. Thus, handlers 
could be expected to pay 5 cento more 
per hundredweight for transferred milk 
than for direct-delivery milk under thc 
zone transfer credit schedule. 

A transfer adjustment credit to han¬ 
dlers which Is greater than thc Class I 
price differences by zones is not neces¬ 
sary to achieve adequate supplies at dis¬ 
tributing plants and would tend to pro¬ 
vide less incentive to use the most 
efficient means of getting milk to the 
market. 

There are several handlers In the mar¬ 
ket who currently arc paying an extra 
5 cento per hundredweight (transporta¬ 
tion) to obtain supply plant milk. 
Presumably there is some advantage to 
the particular handler In obtaining milk 
from supply plants which is worth the 
extra cost In light of the currently avail¬ 
able alternative of receiving direct-deliv¬ 
ery milk. By employing only one sched¬ 
ule of location adjustment credits under 
the order, each handler will be In a po¬ 
sition to cl loose the method of obtaining 
a milk supply which best suits his needs 
without burdening the producers 4 price 
with transportation charges higher than 
are required by direct-delivery made at 
their expense. 

Several producer associations proposed 
further that the location adjustment 
credits on transfers of milk from supply 
plants be limited to the actual volume of 
Class I milk processed (less receipts of 
other milk allocated to such class) rather 
than apply to 108 percent of Class I 
volume in the plant as under the present 
Southern Michigan order. This proposal 
would require the handler purchasing 
from country supply plants to pay the 
interplant transportation cost on all 
(rather than on a portion of) such re¬ 
ceipts of whole milk which are utilized 
as Class II use in his city distributing 
plant. 

Proponents contended that because of 
the change to bulk tank handling In the 
market whereby all plants can be ade¬ 
quately supplied on a direct-delivery 
basis, there Is no need to assure that the 
market be supplied through transship¬ 
ments from supply plants by allowing an 
extra margin beyond Class I sales vol¬ 
ume In computing the handler's transfer 
credit. To the extent that such credit 
could be attributed to assuring some un¬ 
necessary reserve of milk at bottling 
plants. It would seem appropriate to 
adopt the proposal However, there are 
pertinent aspects of thc provision which 
are not appreciably affected by the 
change to bulk tank handling. 

Under the classification and account¬ 
ing provisions of the order, shrinkage and 
inventory of fluid milk products on hand 
at the end of the month are In Class II. 
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There are also daily variations in demand 
for fluid items which cannot be forecast 
with exactness. Thus, as a practical 
matter, it is virtually impossible for a 
distributing plant to utilize as Class I, 
all milk brought in from country plants. 
The provisions of the order adopted 
herein afford the same net return to pro¬ 
ducers for milk so used at Detroit distrib¬ 
uting plants irrespective of whether it is 
obtained directly from the farm or 
through a supply plant. Elimination of 
the transfer credit would return a higher 
net price to producers for milk moved to 
the city through supply plants than that 
which is obtained on a direct-shipped 
basis. In view of such circumstances it 
is appropriate that the order continue to 
provide a reasonable margin in the 
amount of transferred milk on which 
transportation credit is allowed. It is 
concluded that the present order provi¬ 
sion accomplishes this purpose and 
should be continued. 

Deliveries divided between zones. Sev¬ 
eral cooperatives proposed that loca¬ 
tion adjustments applicable to payments 
to producers for base milk and milk to 
be paid for at the uniform price or ad¬ 
justed uniform price should be at the 
rate applicable to Class I milk (not in¬ 
cluding the 4-cent direct-delivery differ¬ 
ential previously adopted herein). It 
was proposed further that in the case of 
any producer whose milk is physically 
received at plants in more than one price 
zone during the month, the location ad¬ 
justment should be the weighted average 
of the adjustments for the respective 
plant locations, provided that if 65 per¬ 
cent of a producers milk were delivered 
to plants in a single zone during the 
month, all milk of such producer for 
the month would be priced at such zone. 

The location differential rate schedule 
is such that when taken in combination 
with the producer’s hauling rate it re¬ 
flects the location utility of the milk. 
Thus, under ordinary circumstances, the 
producer would receive about the same 
net return at each zone location and 
therefore would be indifferent as to 
whether his milk is shipped to a nearby 
supply plant or to a more distant 
distributing plant in a closer-in zone. 

Distributing plants receiving direct- 
delivered bulk tank milk ordinarily will 
rely on such supplies for their full 
weekly needs, the only exception being 
when supplemental, or emergency, sup¬ 
plies arc required from supply plants. 
On the other hand, on nonbottllng days 
such as weekends, or where for other 
reason surplus accumulates at the dis¬ 
tributing plant, some of the bulk tank 
milk may be diverted theref rom to manu¬ 
facturing plants. At certain of the dis¬ 
tributing plants, however, milk received, 
including weekend supplies, is “banked’’ 
at the plant for later use on heavy 
bottling days. 

For each zone except Zone I (which 
includes Detroit) there are few. if any. 
instances when diversion to a supply 
plant as compared to delivery to a dis¬ 
tributing plant means a change in pric¬ 
ing zone On milk customarily delivered 
to fulfill the needs of Zone I distributing 
plants, however, the diversion of such 
milk to manufacturing use on certain 


days of the week is likely to involve 
movement to a lower-priced zone. Thus, 
there is present the question of appropri¬ 
ate pricing of the milk on days of diver¬ 
sion to another price zone. 

Milk which was never Intended to be 
utilized to fulfill Zone I fluid require¬ 
ments, and with respect to which the 
greater transportation cost to such zone 
was not Incurred, should not be paid for 
at the Zone I price. The possibility of 
assigning more producer milk to a 
higher-priced zone than is needed for 
zone requirements, which extra milk is 
diverted to another z-one, should be mini¬ 
mized by adopting the proposal to apply 
the weighted average of the zone rates 
based upon the respective deliveries to 
each zone. Contrariwise, milk which is 
intended to fulfill such Zone I require¬ 
ments. and which Is regularly and sub¬ 
stantially so used, should receive the 
price for Zone I where ordinarily re¬ 
ceived even though it sometimes may be 
diverted for the convenience of the han¬ 
dler. The delivery of 65 percent or more 
of the producer’s milk to Zone I Is rea¬ 
sonable evidence of the continuing need 
of such milk for zone requirements and 
thus warrants the pricing of all milk of 
the producer according to that zone. 

The assignment of milk to plants for 
pricing on the above basis will serve 
orderly marketing by encouraging an 
optimum adjustment of supplies to zone 
needs. It will also make passible uni¬ 
form payment to producers whose milk 
is cutomarlly received at Zone I plants 
and thus is made fully available for fluid 
use. irrespective of whether the receiving 
handier holds all such milk in the zone 
or chooses to divert on weekends to a 
lower priced zone. 

It Is recognized that careful account¬ 
ing practice will be required to determine 
the milk eligible for Zone I pricing. 
While it may be expected from the rec¬ 
ord that producers will be assigned 
rather consistently to given plants, thus 
reducing the administrative problem of 
determining whether the producer’s milk 
has met the delivery requirement of the 
provision, we may not dismiss entirely 
the possibility of some administrative 
difficulty in such regard. The provision 
has merit, however, and should not be 
denied on this potentiality. 

(b) Class / milk prices . The Class I 
price should be established at the general 
level (annual basis) which prevails cur¬ 
rently In the Southern Michigan market. 
The method of determining the Class I 
price should provide for a uniform 
monthly differential adjusted by a 
supply-demand formula similar to that 
now* provided for under the Southern 
Michigan order. 

General level of Class / price . The 
present annual level of Class I milk prices 
fixed under the terms of the Southern 
Michigan order market should be 
continued. 

Several producer organizations pro¬ 
posed that the stated Class I differential 
be uniform In all months at $1.43 f.o.b.. 
Zone I, the average of the present sea¬ 
sonal differentials <$1.23 and $1.63) 
under the Southern Michigan order. 
They proposed further that in the event 
a supply-demand adjustor is deemed a 


necessary adjunct to the Class I priclne 
formula, the present Southern Michism 
order supply-demand adjustor be con. 
tinued, modified principally with respect 
to the maximum amount, plus or minus, 
by which such formula may adjust the 
Class I differential during any month. 
In effect, producer proposals relatlre to 
the level of the Class I differential, to. 
gether with their proposal to modify 
the supply-demand adjustor, would re¬ 
sult In an immediate 20-cent per hun* 
dredwelght increase in Class I price for 
the consolidated market as compared to 
that currently prevailing in the South¬ 
ern Michigan market. A more detailed 
discussion of the supply-demand formula 
is set forth elsewhere In these finding* 

Representatives from certain inde¬ 
pendent milk dealers operating In mijor 
cities of western Michigan (Battle Creek, 
Kalamazoo. Grand Rapids, and Muske¬ 
gon) were strongly opposed to any 
change which would result in a higher 
Class I price level under the consolidiied 
order. They testified that their respec¬ 
tive areas have been more than ade¬ 
quately supplied with milk They con¬ 
tended that conditions in these areas 
make it economically impossible for then 
to absorb any Increase in Class I cost and 
pointed to intensive resale competition 
with milk distributors from the South 
Bend and Fort Wayne. Ind., and Toledo. 
Ohio, markets. 

In view of the supply of milk in excess 
of bottling needs in the Southern Michi¬ 
gan and Muskegon markets (43 percent 
and 41 percent, respectively, during 19W> 
and no indication of milk shortage in the 
foreseeable future, an increase In the 
minimum Class I price above cuntw 
levels would not be warranted It Is con¬ 
cluded, therefore, that while as stated 
below, seasonality in the Class I price 
differential should be removed, never¬ 
theless it should be fixed at a level which 
taking into account the adjustment* 
occasioned by revisions in location pric¬ 
ing, Will not be significantly 
from the annual average now prcvaUW 

Therefore. the Class I d*ffer$n«jj 
under the merged and expanded orow 
should be $1.40, a reduction of 3 
from the average differential under u* 
present Southern Michigan order - . ^ 
3-ccnt adjustment on all Class I 
return about the same total ainoun 
money to producers as Is returns 
them under the present Southern » 
gan and Muskegon orders 

The plus 4-ccnt direct -deliver} di 
ential applicable at metropolitan 
plants will apply to about onc-ha^ fli 
all the Class I milk and to a 
proportion of the Class II 
it would require about a 2-eent, red 
in the price on all Class I milk 
merged market to return tn - ^ 
amount of money to I 

this particular provision, ine ^ 

milk outside metropolitan U | fi 

about equally divided between P ^ 

the remainder of the pwj*nt . JoC a. 
(where no change is made in 
tion adjustment) and the otl u# 
The weighted average chans. tb*n 
location adjustments in ^ b 

the zero zone (Including Mu ^ 
about a plus 7.6 cents. This in 
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prlco would apply to about one-fourth 
of the milk under the combined orders 
ond amount to nearly two cents on all 
doss I milk. The net effect of all 
changes In location adjustment rates 
amcunU to about four cents on all Class 
I milk. The application of the present 
Southern Michigan supply-demand ad- 
iuiUnem of minus 45 cents to the volume 
of CIav> I milk under the present Mus- 
fcson order accounts for an additional 
1-cent reduction on all Class I milk to 
be covered by the merged order. The 
latter amount should be offset against 
the other reductions, however. Conse¬ 
quently. it U appropriate to adjust the 
$1.43 average Class I differential under 
the present Southern Michigan order 
to $1.40 under the combined order. 

Although certain handlers favored the 
Adoption of the producer proposal aimed 
at effecting an increase of 20 cents per 
hundredweight in tire level of Class I 
Price, their interest in this matter was 
principally related to the effect such an 
increase in price might have in lessen¬ 
ing the amounts of the negotiated pre¬ 
miums < above the order Class I prices) 
In the markets. 

Seasonal Class J price differentials . 
The Class 1 price differentials $1.63 and 
$123 on a ^axonal basis should be re¬ 
placed with a uniform monthly differ¬ 
ential of $1.40 at Zone 1 plants. This dif¬ 
ferential represents the 12-month aver¬ 
age of the present seasonal differentials 
of the Southern Michigan market, ad¬ 
justed only to the extent of offsetting the 
tocrwkBe in price level which otherwise 
uould result from the changes made in 
rone pricing and the adoption of a di¬ 
rect-delivery differential, as discussed 
above. 


Ai previously stated, several producer 
iroups proposed that the Class I differ¬ 
ential be uniform In ail months and that 
wch differential be $1.43 per hundred¬ 
weight at Detroit. They cited as their 
reasons for a uniform Class I price dif- 
JcrKitial the more even seasonal pat- 
fcro of production which has prevailed 
“recent years, due in large part to the 
•“nest complete changeover from can 
«oUng and InWrplant shipment of milk 
“ the present-day bulk tank cooling and 
■“pment and the presence of the basc- 
wcesa plan of payment. 

They pointed out in this connection 
jJjMj* necessarily large investment as- 
jomted with the acquisition of form 
7 n * equipment has encouraged 
tw fai . mcrB to enlarge their opera- 
«o even out milk deliveries 
ihr ^? u L thf year in order to make 
Pr.nw? c ®olcnt use of such equipment, 
j^oducers contended further that the 
DrarJ! , turre ntly in both orders (and 
for inclusion also in the con- 
22“?* order) likewise furnishes in- 
thni a cvcnnes * of deliveries and 
SJr 5*form monthly Class I differ- 
enhanCe ** ClItC ‘ 

out V Z ivm 1 differential through- 
wnpLfurir yCa f r f hould ** adopted. The 
Kosonaltv chan8c from month of 
hiehes* «Li f>We3t product ton to that of 
In* tbl ^ ucUon ‘ te twite small indicat- 
•easonMt^Jrvement of a relatively level 
^° na produc Uon pattern for the fluid 


market. This is evidenced by monthly 
seasonal indexes of producer milk re¬ 
ceipts in each market computed from 
data for the 4-year period 1961 through 
1964.* The month of July 1963. for ex¬ 
ample. shows an index of 93 percent 
compared to an Index of 104 for May 
1964. Similarly the July-May indexes 
for the preceding 12-month periods of 
July 1962-May 1963 and July 1961-May 
1962 were 92-105 percent and 94-107 
percent, respectively. 

The seasonal patterns of milk'produc¬ 
tion in both the Southern Micliigan and 
Muskegon markets are in reasonable 
alignment. During the 12-month period 
or July 1963. through June 1964. the 
monthly index of producer receipts for 
the Muskegon order market varied at the 
most by 3.1 percent from that of the 
Southern Michigan order market and 
on the average for the 12-month period 
reflected variance at a rate of only one- 
half of 1 percent per month. 

The relatively even production pattern 
currently prevailing will be encouraged 
by continuance of the base plan now a 
part of both orders. The somewhat 
higher uniform prices during the spring 
months of generally higher production 
wliicli would result from a levd Class I 
differential will enhance the plan by en¬ 
couraging producers to keep their bases 
due to widening the difference between 
the base and excess prices during the 
flush production months. 

There was no opposition by either han¬ 
dler or producer groups to the proposal 
to eliminate the seasonal pattern of Class 
I pricing, indeed, a number of handlers, 
as well as the producer groups. Indicated 
their support for such a change. 

In view of the above considerations. It 
is concluded that the substitution in the 
consolidated order of a uniform monthly 
Class I price differential for the present 
seasonal differentials is appropriate and 
should be adopted. 

Supply-demand adjustor . A supply- 
demand adjustor which would retain the 
essential features of that which is now 
a part of the Southern Michigan Class 
I pricing formula should be Included in 
the consolidated order. 

Several producer associations sug¬ 
gested use of the present Southern Mich¬ 
igan supply-demand adjustor, with slight 
modification, in the event of a determi¬ 
nation that such a method of adjusting 
prices should be made a part of the con¬ 
solidated order. The Muskegon order 
Class I pricing provisions do not contain 
a supply-demand factor. As stated ear¬ 
lier. the producer proposal would modify 
the Southern Michigan formula by 
changing the limit < upward or down¬ 
ward) by which the action of the "ad¬ 
justor" may affect the price per hun¬ 
dredweight in any month from a maxi¬ 
mum of 45 cents to a maximum of 25 
cents. They suggested also that the sup¬ 
ply-demand formula computation should 
include the producer receipts and Class 
I sales of all handlers to be fully regu- 


• Indexes computed by the “moving aver¬ 
age" method whereby the ratio* of dally 
average receipts of producer milk for the 
month to a 12-month moving average of 
such receipts (center on the seventh month) 
are computed. 


lilted by the consolidated order rather 
than only the receipts and sales of pre*- 
ent Southern Michigan order handlers. 

A supply-demand factor should be in¬ 
cluded as one of the components of the 
Class I pricing scheme of th© consoli¬ 
dated order. The purpose of a supply- 
demand adjustment provision is to ad¬ 
just promptly the minimum Class I price 
upward or downward as the supply of 
producer milk changes in relation to 
Class I sales. This purpose is consistent 
with the criteria of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act. as amended, 
which provides that the prices to be fixed 
under the authority of such Act shall be 
reasonable in view of market supply’ and 
demand conditions, assure a sufficient 
quantity of purr and wholesome milk, 
and be in the public interest. The auto¬ 
matic adjustment of Class I prices in re¬ 
sponse to changes in the relation between 
supplies and Class I sales is designed to 
cany out in the market the price objec¬ 
tive of the Act through encouragement 
of supplies at the levels needed for lluJd 
requirements. 

The present supply-demand formula 
under the Southern Michigan order pro¬ 
vides for the adjustment of the Class I 
price primarily on the basis of the mar¬ 
ket's supply-sales relationship In the 
most recent 2-month period (current 
utilization percentage) in relation to a 
"norm**. Instead of using a specified 
schedule of seasonal adjustment factors, 
as In some other orders, the formula 
provides a method of computing the 
monthly norms which Is designed to pro¬ 
vide automatic "updating** for seasonal 
variations In the market. The average 
level of Class I utilization * In the most 
recent 2-month period is converted to an 
“annual" basis by using a seasonal index 
calculated from market data for the pre¬ 
ceding 26-month period. The Class I 
price is decreased, or increased, when 
the most recent 2-month data Indicate 
an annual level of market supply more, 
or less, than 136.7 percent of Class I use. 

A schedule of stated monthly standard 
utilization percentages (norms) which 
averages 136.7 percent of producer re¬ 
ceipts to Class 1 utilization should be 
adopted in lieu of the present system 
for computing monthly “norms** as now 
provided in southern Michigan. 

The seasonal patterns of producer re¬ 
ceipts and of Class I sales In the Southern 
Michigan market during the period 1962- 
1964 have not changed significantly. 
During this time, the relationship of sup¬ 
ply to Class I utilization was greatest 
during the May-June period used to 
compute the July norm. Conversely, the 
supply generally was lowest in relation 
to Class I sales during the October- 
November period, the period used to 
compute the December norms. More¬ 
over, the relatively close seasonal align¬ 
ment of norms computed for the 3-year 
period is illustrated by the fact that the 
July norms for the years 1962, 1963. and 
1964 were only 12.4. 12.7. and 12.5 per- 


* The percentage Which the volume of pro¬ 
ducer milk la of Claes I utilization In the 
market as reported by handlers I* referred 
to in these findings os “Class I utilization 

percentage’*. 
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cent, respectively, higher than the De¬ 
cember norms for the same years. 

In light of these conditions the present 
mechanics of the Southern Michigan 
supply-demand adjustor may be sim¬ 
plified by specifying a schedule of 
monthly norms to replace the more com¬ 
plex system of calculating norms as now 
provided. In order that the market ad¬ 
ministrator may announce the Class I 
price early In the month to which it ap¬ 
plies. as proposed elsewhere in these 
findings, it is necessary to provide that 
the adjustor be computed on the basis 
of the recoipts-sales relationship for the 
second and third months preceding the 
pricing month in lieu of the first- and 
second-month period employed in the 
present Southern Michigan order. A 
temporary provision is Included to per¬ 
mit the market administrator to employ 
the receipts and utilization data for the 
second and third months prior to the ef¬ 
fective date of the consolidated order as 
established for handlers and pool plants 
pursuant to the provisions of the prior 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon 
orders. 

It is not expected that the combining 
of the receipts and sales of the two sub¬ 
ject markets in computing current utili¬ 
zation percentage will alter significantly 
the amount of the supply-demand ad¬ 
justment called for by the formula. 
The ratios of Class I utilization to pro¬ 
ducer receipts In the two markets are 
very nearly the same. The volume of 
milk priced under the Muskegon order 
is only about 3 percent of the volume of 
milk priced under the present Southern 
Michigan order. Also, it is anticipated 
that the effect upon the supply-sales 
relationship resulting from the regula¬ 
tion of additional handlers through ex¬ 
pansion of the marketing area will be 
negligible. It is estimated that the 
volume of milk marketed by such 
presently unregulated handlers will rep¬ 
resent less than 1 percent of the milk to 
be priced under the amended order. 

Even with use of the expanded sales 
and receipts data in the formula com¬ 
putation. the formula is expected to re¬ 
sult in computed adjustments to the 
Class I price differentials closely approx¬ 
imating those which would result if the 
more complex formula provisions of the 
present Southern Michigan order were 
adopted. This is appropriate inasmuch 
as there was no testimony to support 
any significant revision of the general 
level of norma presently called for under 
the present Southern Michigan order 
formula. The following schedule of 
norms has been constructed to fit this 
general level and should be adopted: 


Month for 

Preceding month* tisod 

SUrularl 

which prtcinit b 1 

tn computation 

utthf atton 

Ix’lug computed 

percentage 

January -J 

October, Noretnhrr.... 

tai 

February 

Navmiibtr, Deesmtar. 

135 

March . 

Doocmtier. January. ...1 

134 

April. 

May 

January. Fotmaary. .. 

1*2 

February. March....... 

133 

June . .. 

March. April... 

April. May__—_ 

135 

July...-. 

141 

Attfrot ... 

May. JtUM. 

147 

September 

Juno, July.. 

143 

October.____ 

July. Aurmt... 

139 

Nawuhrr . . 

Aurmt. deptmnbar. 

138 

hermnher_ 

September, October. 

133 


The 45-cent maximum amount by 
which the present Southern Michigan 
order formula may adjust the Class I 
price differential plus or minus during 
any month should not be changed in the 
revised formula. 

The supply of milk In the Southern 
Michigan order market in recent years 
has been Increasing at a more rapid 
rate than the demand for Class I milk. 
During 1961 receipts from producers were 
159 percent of Class I sales. Similarly, 
the years 1962. 1963. and 1964 show a re¬ 
lationship of 170, 172, and 175 percent, 
respectively. The supply-demand ad¬ 
justor during this period has resulted In 
minus supply-demand adjustments to 
the Class I price. Since May 1961 the 
computed adjustment has been in excess 
of the minus 45-ccnt per hundredweight 
limit set by the order. As a consequence, 
the minus 45-ccnt limit has been the ad¬ 
justment to Class I price from May 1961 
to date. 

During this same period, however, pro¬ 
ducers have been obtaining negotiated 
premium prices for milk going Into fluid 
bottling use which, on a monthly aver¬ 
age, have exceeded the 45-cent supply- 
demand adjustment. These premium, 
or “super pool", prices have negated the 
effectiveness of the supply-demand ad¬ 
justment and make its actual effect 
indeterminable. 

The 175 percent production-sales re¬ 
lationship for 1964 represents a 38 per¬ 
centage point deviation from the 136.7 
“norm” provided for In the present for¬ 
mula. Of this 38 percentage point devi¬ 
ation only 15 points are actually reflected 
in the 45-cent effective adjustment now 
prevailing in the market. It Is not ap¬ 
propriate, therefore, to consider any 
change in the limit of adjustment as now 
provided for under the Southern Michi¬ 
gan order which would have the effect of 
raising the Class I price level. 

Producers suggested the possibility of 
a “regional” supply-demand adjustor un¬ 
der which the sales and receipts of cer¬ 
tain nearby orders, as well as those of 
the two subject markets, might be in¬ 
cluded for purposes of establishing 
“norms” and of computing current utili¬ 
zation percentages. They further sug¬ 
gested limiting the amount of supply- 
demand adjustment in a manner which 
would maintain a certain fixed align¬ 
ment of Class I prices with the Toledo 
(Northwestern Ohio order) market. 
Sufficient evidence was not offered, how¬ 
ever. which would support adoption of 
these suggestions at this time. 

Other changes relating to Class I price. 
The order should provide that the Class 
I price be computed on the basis of the 
basic formula price (Minnesota-Wiscon¬ 
sin average manufacturing price) for 
the preceding month rather than for the 
current month as at present. 

This is a modification of present pro¬ 
visions of both orders and will make It 
possible for the market administrator 
to announce the Class I price early In the 
month to which it applies. Both orders 
presently provide for such announcement 
on or before the fifth day of the month 
following the pricing month. 

The revised procedure for computation 
of the Class I price will be consistent with 
more recent Class I pricing procedures 


in other Federal orders. Producers and 
handlers will be in position to know the 
exact Class I price early in the month 
to which it applies and it will promote 
Class I alignment with other nearby or¬ 
ders. Public announcement of the Claa* 
I price would be made by the market ad¬ 
ministrator on or before the sixth day 
of the month for which such price i\ 
applicable. 

Butter/at differentials. Handler and 
producer butterfat differentials in the 
consolidated order should be maintained 
at the same level as those In the present 
Southern Michigan and Muskegon or¬ 
ders . Class I. Class II, and producer 
butterfat differentials In the existing or¬ 
ders arc computed by multiplying Uv 
Chicago 92-score butter price for the 
current month by 0.113. 

A witness for one association of pro¬ 
ducers proposed that the factor used lo 
compute the handler and producer but- 
terfat differentials be increased to 0.120. 
The effect of such an increase on the 
cost of milk to handlers would be to 
increase butterfat prices and dec ret* 
prices of the skim milk component. 

Butterfat differentials should not be 
changed. Current prices and butterUt 
differentials have attracted supplies of 
producer milk which contain a hidxr 
percentage of butterfat than the average 
butterfat content of the Class I product* 
made from such milk.* In southern 
Michigan for the recent period of Jan* 
uary 1963 through October 1964. the but¬ 
terfat content of producer milk aver¬ 
aged 0.6 point (0.06 percent higher 
than that of Class I milk. Mudcegc* 
producer milk during this same perfod 
averaged 2.2 points (0.22 percent' highs’ 
in butterfat content than Class I milt 
Thus, on the average each hundred¬ 
weight of producer milk used in Clan 
I in southern Michigan and Muskegon 
yielded 0.06 of a pound and 022 eft 
pound, respectively, of butterfat destined 
for manufacturing uses. 

Based on October 1964 figures, 
proposed higher differential would have 
increased the price of Class IT butterfat 
from 68.85 cents to 73.67 cents per pouM 
There was no evidence by proponent w 
show that handlers or the cooperative 
who are handling the market surplus* 
could afford to take either current or aw 
additional amounts of surplus 
at this higher price. The proponent ^ 
operative does not engage in process* 
operations. ^ 

There are indications also 
mand for butterfat for Class I taB* Mr 
in the market is declining relative to 
skim milk component. In Souw* 
Michigan skim milk sales for the nrs* 
months of 1964 were up 9 perceniwj 
this period a year earlier. By con • 
sales of half and half, coffee cnem* 
whipping cream during 
period of 1964 Increased less than t 
cent from the same period in . « 
a “fortified” product containing » 
percent butterfat recently was ^ 
duced in Southern Michigan ^ 


* Official notice In taken of ***• 

nounocmenu of the irtf 

for 1963—64 for southern 
Muskegon and of ttoe MUk 
for southern Michigan for ]w3 o* 
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ttou product climbed from L2 million 
pounds during December 1963 to 2.6 mil¬ 
lion pounds In October 1964. Low-fat 
Cm I products, therefore, have in¬ 
creased 31 ihsUmtially while sales of 
product with high fat content have ei¬ 
ther expanded at a slower rate or 
hive declined. Market data do not sup¬ 
port hiirhri butterfat prices. 

(c) Pool plant requirements . The 
provisionr i.ovemtog "pool plant’* status 
fchould be modified to base pool status 
for supply plants operated by a cooper- 
»dve a^oclation on the proportion of 
member producer milk which is moved 
directly from farms, or transferred from 
1U cram plant, to distributing plants. 
Such a pm vision Is appropriate to realize 
efficiencies In handling the market sup¬ 
ply of milk . 

Performance requirements for pool 
plant status are the means of Identifying 
and qualifying producer milk for partici¬ 
pation In the market wide pool. A “dis- 
trlbutinK" plant qualifies for pool status 
on the basis of the percentage of the 
milk received at the plant which Is dis¬ 
tributed on routes In the form of fluid 
milk products. A “supply** plant quali¬ 
fies for pool status on the basis of milk 
tnms5hipi>ed to pool distributing plants. 
Producer milk which Is associated with 


either type of pool plant, either by being 
physically recidved at the plant or by 
diversion therefrom, is qualified as pool 
milk. This method of qualifying pro¬ 
ducer milk at country supply plants for 
Pootia* has become Inadequate under the 
wlk tank method of moving milk from 
krm to plant 

Handling of milk by bulk tank is dis¬ 
placing the traditional function of the 
*upply plant as the principal means of 
•«embltnu milk for shipment to Detroit. 
About two-thirds of the milk received at 
pttroit plants now U shipped by bulk 
tank directly from the farms where it 
“Produced. As previously stated. It is 
Practicable to furnish all such plants by 
With the increase in bulk 
handling, much of the milk which 
r,™ l y Qualified for pool status 
Jhrough supply plant shipment (by first 
/f^red at such plants and trans- 
1° dl *t ri butlng plants) Is moved 
y f i om me fan »» to distributing 
c °untry assembly, or receiving. 
ttaUorvn are fast disappearing. Milk re- 
5 ^ ppljr Pl^ts now represents 
* uppliC5 In the market. A 

Plant u^K Unctlon 01 lhc C0Utttr y supply 
dal i. ^ manufacturing facilities to- 
tejlk an oa ttot for producer 

for dJL Wee ^ nds and * 10 extent, 

than orLSI* BeB30nal reserves rather 

ihuSn?ir? d “ a ‘ wm bly point for 
Pment to the fluid market. 

b 7 M?u * 2ft 8UW)ly plant * affected 
operaUve M i Uat ? n ftrc United by co- 
In thls markct 

lunociiiM depend on cooperative 

and tii!* f0r ***** ^PPHes of milk 
nec»^™ a ** oclat t° ns must provide the 
takcT^? manufacturing facilities to 
that nrl?, I* 86 ™ 8uppUc * on the days 
the muk Pr ***** hancflers not need 


ative a*jcm <°1 these conditions, 
tank propo5 «t that 

Uk wh ich a cooperative 


handler, causes to be shipped directly 
from farms to distributing plants be in¬ 
cluded with the milk shipped from its 
plants as the basis for qualifying for 
pool status additional milk which is 
moved from farms to manufacturing 
plants. 

An alternative proposal suggested by 
a proprietary handler would permit a 
cooperative to qualify its supply plants 
for pool status on the basis of the pro¬ 
portion of the milk of all member pro¬ 
ducers which la delivered to pool plants 
of other handlers, whether or not the co¬ 
operative is the handler on any such 
milk. The order now contains such a 
provision but cooperative witnesses 
stated that it la not adequate to fit all 
situations. For example, one coopera¬ 
tive operates its own distributing plant 
as well as a supply plant and such pro¬ 
vision does not allow any pooling quali¬ 
fication credit for its supply plant with 
respect to milk formerly received there 
but which ts now moved to Its distribut¬ 
ing plant directly from farms. 

Supply plant performance require¬ 
ments aid In assuring adequate supplies 
of milk for the market by providing a 
means whereby those producers who reg¬ 
ularly provide supplies for the market 
can share in the proceeds from Class I 
sales. Such shoring In the Class I sales 
of the market provides some assurance 
that the necessary supplies of milk will 
be available when needed. To be effec¬ 
tive In accomplishing this purpose the 
performance requirements should assure 
that the principal function of the supply 
plant is supplying the Class I outlets 
(pool distributing plants) and that the 
milk received at such a plant Is part of 
a supply on which the market may de¬ 
pend. 

The present supply plant performance 
standard for pooling under the Southern 
Michigan order requires that 25 percent 
or the “call percentage**, whichever Is 
higher, of receipts at a supply plant actu¬ 
ally be shipped to distributing plants. 
The call percentage Is a variable per¬ 
formance standard designed to require 
shipment of more than 25 percent of the 
milk at each supply plant as the market 
administrator estimates the additional 
need at distributing plants. The present 
cooperative -balancing** plant provision 
permits qualification of a cooperative 
plant when at least two-thirds of the 
milk of producers who are members of 
the association is delivered to poo! plants 
of other handlers. 

Adoption of additional cooperative 
M balancing'* plant performance require¬ 
ments based on the association of coop¬ 
erative member milk to pool distributing 
plants should be made to overcome the 
difficulties cooperatives have experienced 
in maintaining pool plant status for their 
supply plants under the present provision 
which, in certain Instances, requires the 
movement of bulk tank milk to such 
plants for reshipment when it Is needed 
at distributing plants. However, the re¬ 
quirements on a cooperative should be 
such as to establish that its major func¬ 
tion Is supplying pool distributing plants. 

Proponent cooperatives suggested that 
the minimum performance standard for 
their balancing plants be established at 
25 percent or the call percentage. The 


25 percent standard was adopted under 
the Detroit order about 10 years ago 
when the marketing area wax limited to 
Detroit and the nearby cities of Ann 
Arfi»r. Pontiac, and Port Huron. At that 
time a substantial proportion of the 
market's fluid milk requirements was as¬ 
sembled through supply plants. Detroit 
handlers now obtain about two-thirds of 
their supplies on a direct-delivery basis. 
In addition the marketing area was ex¬ 
panded In I960 to include substantial 
additional territory and now It is being 
further expanded. All plants in the out¬ 
lying territory, which acoount for about 
50 percent of the Class 1 use under the 
order have always obtained supplies on a 
direct-delivery basis. Thus, about five- 
sixths of the fluid milk needs of distrib¬ 
uting plants arc now obtained on a di¬ 
rect-delivery basis. The use of such 
direct receipts from member producers of 
a cooperative association along with 
shipments from its supply plant to dc- 
termtne an overall standard for pooling 
the supply plant requires a substantially 
higher percentage of “shipments** than 
the 25 percent figure would Indicate. 

The order should provide that a plant 
operated by a cooperative association be 
a pool plant If at least one-half of the 
total member producer milk of the co¬ 
operative is moved either directly from 
the farm or from its plants to pool dis¬ 
tributing plants. In addition, pool 
status should be provided under the order 
for a plant operated by s cooperative 
association if at least one-half of the 
milk received at all pool distributing 
plants Is member producer milk of the 
cooperative 

A cooperative which delivers a major¬ 
ity of Us total member producer milk to 
pool distributing plants la sufficiently 
identified .with the market to assure, 
under normal circumstances, that its 
milk is available to distributing plants. 
A cooperative which supplies the major¬ 
ity of the aggregate requirements of all 
pool distributing plants In the market 
likewise may be considered a principal 
source of the market’s regular supplies. 
Any cooperative which serves the market 
by making Its milk available for the 
market's Class I milk needs also has the 
burden of disposing of the reserve sup¬ 
plies associated with such fluid milk 
need. Thus, it la appropriate that such 
cooperatives be provided the opportunity 
to pool their balancing plants on a basis 
which permits efficiency in their market¬ 
ing operations. 

The pool distributing plant perform¬ 
ance requirement which permits exclu¬ 
sion of receipts certified by a cooperative 
association which operates no plant as 
having been delivered for manufacturing 
use by diversion from other pool plants, 
should be modified to limit the volume of 
all such certified receipts to not more 
than the volume of all other milk de¬ 
livered to pool distributing plants by 
producer members of such association. 

The Southern Michigan order present¬ 
ly has a limit of one-third on such cer¬ 
tifications by a cooperative. This limit 
was suspended for the period October 
1964 through March 1965 as the coopera¬ 
tive operating under this provision an¬ 
ticipated that the volume of its reserve 
supplies would exceed the one-third 
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limit during this period. The coopera¬ 
tive association which markets its re¬ 
serve supplies under this provision of the 
order proposed that the provision be con¬ 
tinued as suspended (without any limit 
on the amount of milk it mav certify as 
being delivered for manufacturing use*. 

The provision facilitates the orderly 
and efficient marketing of the coopera¬ 
tive’s reserve supplies at a plant which 
operates in the dual capacity of a dis¬ 
tributing plant and a manufacturing 
plant. The cooperative has always used 
this means of disposing of its reserve 
supplies that could not be marketed to 
other distributing plants. This outlet 
for the cooperative’s reserve supplies 
represents the most economical means of 
marketing such milk. 

There was no opposition to the cooper¬ 
ative’s “no limit” proposal. This is the 
only Instance of this type of arrangement 
in the market and there was no indica¬ 
tion that the parties involved would tend 
to associate additional milk supplies with 
the market if no limit were provided in 
rder. However, since the provision 
is in the order a ad it is open for general 
use. a limit should be Included to assure 
that at least a majority of a cooperative’s 
member producer milk is marketed for 
fluid use as a condition of operating un¬ 
der the provision. 

The present Southern Michigan order 
includes a seasonal performance stand¬ 
ard for pool distributing plants. To 
qualify for pool status as such distribu¬ 
tion of fluid milk products on routes must 
bo at least 55 percent during each of the 
months of October through March, and 
45 percent during other months, of re¬ 
ceipts from producers and supply plants. 
In addition, automatic pool status is pro¬ 
vided during April through September 
for those plants which meet the 55 per¬ 
cent requirement during each of the 
previous months of October through 
March. 

The order should provide pool plant 
status for a plant from which 50 percent 
of milk receipts are distributed on routes 
during the current month or either of 
the two preceding months. This will 
conform more adequately to the various 
utilization patterns in the market. 

In view of the relatively uniform sup- 
ply-sales balance which now occurs 
during all months of the year. It Is ap¬ 
propriate that the order employ a uni¬ 
form requirement of 50 percent in all 
months. The provision which provides 
automatic pool plant status during the 
months of April through September on 
the basis of performance during the 
preceding October through March should 
be replaced with one which provides for 
pool plant status if the 50 percent re¬ 
quirement is met in either of the 2 pre¬ 
ceding months. There appears to be no 
uniform pattern of monthly Class I 
utilization at distributing plants in all 
areas of the expanded marketing area. 
Handlers in certain areas of the market 
have a greater volume of Class I sales 
during the summer vacation season 
while others have higher sales volume 
during the fall and winter months, par¬ 
ticularly those handlers who have a sub¬ 
stantial proportion of their business in 
school milk contracts. Such a provision 
will also allow time to adjust plant oper¬ 


ations to meet pooling requirements in 
the event of unanticipated shifts between 
handlers of large sales accounts such 
as military contracts or chain store 
accounts. 

Call percentage. With certain modifi¬ 
cations the “call percentage” provision 
of the present Southern Michigan order 
should be included in the consolidated 
order. 

Under present Order Ho. 40 a supply 
plant must ship to distributing plants at 
least 25 percent of its receipts or the per¬ 
centage thereof which is “called” by the 
market administrator, whichever is 
higher, in order to qualify as a pool plant. 
To compute the call percentage the mar¬ 
ket administrator first estimates for all 
regulated distributing plants the monthly 
Class I requirements plus a 15-percent 
operating margin. From this figure are 
subtracted the expected receipts of milk 
at such plants directly from producers’ 
farms and from supply plants which 
regularly ship their entire available milk 
supply to distributing plants during Au¬ 
gust through March. The remaining 
Class I milk is divided by estimated re¬ 
ceipts for the month at supply plants 
other than those which ship their entire 
supply as described above. The resultant 
percentage figure then is reduced by one- 
fourth (to lessen the chance of calling 
more than actually needed) in arriving 
at the effective call percentage. 

It was proposed that the call provi¬ 
sion be updated to exclude from the com¬ 
putation the Class I milk and the receipts 
of those distributing plants which no 
longer regularly receive milk from supply 
plants. The proposal would determine 
the call percentage by using only the 
figures of distributing plants which had 
received milk from supply plants during 
each of the most recent 12 months. 

The proposed revision should be 
adopted. Changes have occurred In the 
market which make the present method 
of computing the call percentage obso¬ 
lete. In 1955 when the call percentage 
first became effective in the then Detroit 
order, a major portion of the regulated 
distributors received milk from supply 
plants. Since that time two important 
changes have taken place. One is an in¬ 
crease in the amount of milk delivered 
directly from farms to Detroit bottling 
plants in bulk tanks. The other is that 
with expansion of the marketing area 
since 1955 to cover most of southern 
Michigan, a large number of handlers 
who receive no milk from supply plants 
have come under regulation. 

Consequently, today only 28 of the ap¬ 
proximately 115 distributing plants in 
the Southern Michigan market receive 
milk from supply plants. No distributing 
plants in the present Muskegon market¬ 
ing area regularly receive milk from 
supply plants. Under the call provision 
which was designed for the earlier pe¬ 
riod, shortages or surpluses at the other 
distributing plants obscure the ade¬ 
quacy of supply levels at the 28 distribut¬ 
ing plants which still receive their milk 
from supply plants. The provision no 
longer accurately measures the degree to 
which supply plants should be required 
to ship to insure adequate supplies at 
Detroit for bottling. 


By computing the call percentage u 
modified, the quantities needed by dis¬ 
tributors from supply plants would be 
clearly indicated and the provision would 
encourage the needed shipment* 

An additional change should be made 
to coordinate the call percents :e with 
the revised standards for pool plant 
qualifications. It is provided tha'. a co¬ 
operative may pool a supply plant when¬ 
ever (1) at least 50 percent of the re¬ 
ceipts at all pool distributing plants is 
the cooperative’s member producer milk, 
or (2) at least 50 percent of the associa¬ 
tion’s total member producer milk u 
moved to pool distributing plants. The 
new provision would pool In one unit both 
the milk received at the cooperative’! 
supply plants and the milk shipped di¬ 
rectly from member farms to the dk»- 
tributing plants. 

Milk at several supply plants of the 
cooperatives undoubtedly W’tU pool under 
the new provisions. To assure that the 
supplies of milk at these plants, as well 
as bulk tank receipts, will be available 
to the market, any cooperative should be 
subject to the call percentage with re- 
spect to all its member producer milk 
In order to pool their supply plant milk, 
the cooperatives, therefore, would be re¬ 
quired to keep their milk supplies avail¬ 
able for Class I use when needed Tx 
call percentage would not be applicable 
to the member producer milk of a co¬ 
operative qualifying under the new pro¬ 
vision, however, until the call percental* 
exceeded the 50-percent minimum iden¬ 
tification with pool distributing plant? 
established fon such cooperative’s mem¬ 
ber producer milk. 

With the recommended modification* 
the call percentage will assist in insuring 
an adequate supply of milk for fluid use 
at all times. 

<d> Classification of milk . The defi¬ 
nitions of Class I milk and Cla.*s II mil* 
in the present Southern Michigan onto 
should be adopted in the consolidated 
order with only minor modifications. 

Classes of utilization. The present 
Southern Michigan order include* i* 3 
Class I all skim milk and butterfat 
posed of as any “fluid milk prpuuc* 
which is not accounted for as Class “ 
milk. “Fluid milk products” jnemot 
milk, skim milk, flavored milk, butter¬ 
milk. yogurt, cream (except 
whipped and sour cream >, and any mi * 
ture of milk or skim milk and cream. 
Including half and half, for consump 


In fluid form. . Hnf 

Throughout the proposed msnceu 
area the above fluid items must be m* 
from milk approved for fluid u** 
health authorities. Consequent!*. * 
produce such milk fanners must 
return for it W'hich is commewaira 
with the higher production and deu 
costs associated with milk under n ^ 
inspection requirements for bottun*- 
lasure production of an adequate 
of milk for fluid use. the »bovc\ P r 
which require milk approved by nr } 
authorities should be included in 
to be priced at the Class I pri ce 1 L, 
This Class I milk definition 
quite similar to the one in tlic P * 
Muskegon order* It differ* 

esinr W’lllCh w ■ 
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Item in Muskegon. The Muskegon order 
cU&sIfictiUon of this product should not 
apply, however, because In the remainder 
of Uk consolidated marketing area han¬ 
dlers are not required to make this item 
from milk inspected and approved for 
fluid use. 

With exception of Class II shrinkage, 
the Class II milk definition of the present 
Southern Michigan order should be 
adopted also. Class n milk in the 
Southern Michigan order includes milk 
used to produce items which arc not in¬ 
cluded in the fluid milk product defini¬ 
tion. Handlers generally are not re¬ 
quired to make these products from milk 
approved for fluid use. These Class n 
Ucms compete In a common market with 
products made from manufacturing 
grade milk. Milk used to produce these 
products should remain in Class II. 

This classification will permit competi¬ 
tive pricing of such milk and will enable 
cooperatives and handlers to manufac¬ 
ture and dispose of milk which is in 
excess of the fluid needs of the market. 
Certain other nonfluid items and month- 
end inventories are also included in Class 
II in the present Southern Michigan 
order. This classification for such prod¬ 
ucts has worked satisfactorily and should 
be retained. 


Computation of plant shrinkage . The 
Class II *ih rinkage allowance as provided 
for under the current Southern Michi¬ 
gan order should be continued in the 
consolidated order, modified principally 
to permit a division of allowable shrink¬ 
age with respect to bulk tank deliveries 
of producer milk to a pool plant by a 
cooperative association operating in the 
capacity of a handler on such milk. 

Under t he present terms of both orders 
t maximum allowable shrinkage of 2 
percent 1* permitted the handler of a 
pool plant with respect to producer milk 
receipts and certain bulk receipts of fluid 
tnllk products from other order plants 
Jhd from unregulated supply plants. 
No shrinkage is allowed for handling at 
a supply plant or to a cooperative asso- 
tiation as n handier on bulk tank milk 
deliveries to pool distributing plants. 

k cases the full allowance for 
shrinkage is passed on to the transferee 


Several producer groups proposed ar 
Wowantv to the cooperative of shrinkage 
up to one-half of l percent of the fanr 
I*®,, whcn K I 5 the first handler or 
*£hbulklank milk, and IV 2 percent t< 
P°°l distributing plant handler wh< 
* ucb from the cooperative 

nwiiiccrs I)olnt out th(lt ln rcccn , 

tank k . conv WBi°n from can to bull 
»jut has been at a rapid pace, accents 
tn. V, ***? * or division in the assign- 

ttev r™!. 5 l . rl ^' lage ' 1x188 may occur 

“dherence of milk U 
of the farm bulk tank, in th< 

WekTim , fr u m bU,fc tank t0 a farn 
tankrr i^K Cr ' and ,n thc transfer fron 
to the plant of receipt 

0181 thc Propos’d dl 
for xhiph lnka8c on buIk tank mill 
hsndlo C l“^e crallve association is i 
a. I sbou,d adopted, 
fcttt the trend U 

kS£ U ™ ta recent years ha 
u nmeant with more than 85 per 


cent of producer milk receipts under the 
two orders in combination now in bulk 
tanks. Prom market experience with 
bulk tanks the average difference be¬ 
tween the sum of individual farm weights 
and the scale weight taken at the plant 
approaches onc-half of l percent. This 
is in line with experience in other Fed¬ 
eral order markets where a shrinkage 
allowance of one-half of 1 percent for 
thc function of receiving and cooling 
alone has been determined to be 
reasonable. 

The division of shrinkage between a 
cooperative association as a handler on 
bulk tank milk (allowance of up to onc- 
half percent shrinkage) and the trans¬ 
feree handler who actually processes, 
bottles, and distributes the milk (allow¬ 
ance of up to 1 Mr percent shrinkage) 
together with the other terms adopted 
herewith will assure the cooperative 
handler a reasonable share of the total 
allowable shrinkage. The cooperative 
association as the first receiving handler 
of producer milk in bulk tank would be 
held accountable to thc producer-settle¬ 
ment fund for any differences in the 
quantities of milk received from pro¬ 
ducers based upon farm measurements, 
and thc total quantity of milk which the 
purchasing handler claims as received 
at his plant from the cooperative. 

However, when the transferee-handler 
purchases such milk from the coopera¬ 
tive on the basis of the farm weights, the 
cooperative, of course, experiences no 
shrinkage. In such cases the order 
should continue to provide thAt actual 
shrinkage experienced by thc transferee- 
handler up to 2 percent will be allowed 
him provided the market administrator 
is notified in advance on this basis of 
transaction. Similarly, when the han¬ 
dler operating thc distributing plant pur¬ 
chases directly from producers without 
an intermediary handler involved, the 
maximum allowance for shrinkage at 
thc plant would be continued at 2 per¬ 
cent. 

Three handlers in the market objected 
to any change In shrinkage provisions 
which would divide the present maxi¬ 
mum allowance of 2 percent. They held 
that if dipstick measurement at the farm 
is properly handled, no shortage need 
exist. Two of the handlers so testifying 
alleged their actual plant shrinkage to 
be in excess of l $4 percent, the maxi¬ 
mum amount of allowable shrinkage pro¬ 
posed to be permitted a pool distributing 
plant handler with respect to bulk pur¬ 
chases of milk by transfer from a co¬ 
operative association handier. In actual 
practice the handlers testifying purchase 
their producer milk supplies on the basis 
of farm weights and tests. Therefore, 
in such circumstance such handlers 
would not be denied the advantage of 
the entire maximum 2-percent allowance 
under the terms proposed. 

No provision Is made for shrinkage al¬ 
lowance on milk diversions to nonpool 
plants. Although such an allowance is 
now provided for under both orders, little 
if any milk is handled in such manner 
in these markets. The expanded South¬ 
ern Michigan market has ample pool 
plant manufacturing facilities for han¬ 
dling fluid milk reserves and it U not 


expected that the situation will change 
ln the foreseeable future. Any vaxlance 
in weights and tests associated with such 
a diversion is a matter that can be han¬ 
dled in the terms of sale between the 
diverting handler and the operator of 
the plant which physically receives the 
milk. This modification will eliminate 
the need for including additional order 
language without materia) effect upon 
handlers. 

(e) Adjusted uniform price . The 
method of computing the adjusted uni¬ 
form price (applicable to milk not under 
thc base-excess plan) should be modified. 

It was proposed that the provision for 
an “adjusted” uniform price be modified. 
The adjusted uniform price applies only 
to producer milk for which no “base” has 
been computed, such as milk of a new 
producer, and to milk for which the pro¬ 
ducer has relinquished his computed 
base. At the present time the adjusted 
uniform price in each market is the com¬ 
puted uniform price reduced by a spe¬ 
cified monthly percentage of the differ¬ 
ence between the computed uniform price 
and the price (Class II) which is required 
to be paid for excess milk (over base). 
The present applicable monthly per¬ 
centages Involved in the adjustment arc 
January through March. 30; April, MAy. 
and June. 50; July. 15; and August 
through December, 5. The producers’ 
proposal would substitute an adjustment 
percentage of 30 for the monLhs of July 
through December In lieu of the present 
percentages of 15 and 5. 

Thc purpose of the base-excess plan is 
to encourage producers to achieve and 
maintain evenness in their deliveries of 
milk throughout the year. This can best 
be accomplished when there is a high 
degree of conformance to the plan and 
individual producers generally do not 
find it possible to relinquish their bases 
so as to gain temporary price advantage 
over producers who remain on base 

Proponents testified that under the 
present plan individual producers have 
found advantage in relinquishing bases: 
also, that as a consequence the effective¬ 
ness of the base plan, as a means of 
maintaining even production through¬ 
out the year, has been reduced signifi¬ 
cantly and will be reduced further unless 
the order Is modified to mitigate this 
advantage. 

The effect of the proposal would be 
to reduce the returns for milk which is 
delivered as “no base” milk ln the months 
of July through December, At present 
the reduction in the uniform price paid 
for such milk in July is 15 percent of thc 
difference between the market blend, or 
uniform price, and the excess milk price. 
In August through December the adjust¬ 
ment is limited to a reduction of only 
5 percent of such difference ln prices. 

Some increase In the percentage re¬ 
duction In the months of July through 
December is appropriate to insure ef¬ 
fectiveness of the base plan. However, 
in view of the relatively even production 
pattern achieved in this market, there 
is no apparent reason why a uniform 
price reduction as great as 50 percent of 
the difference between the uniform and 
excess prices (as currently applies in 
April, May, and Juno is needed in any 
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month to accomplish the general objec¬ 
tive of the provision. A flat reduction 
of 25 percent of such difference In prices 
should be sufficient in oil months to off¬ 
set. except in the most unusual coses, 
any gain in returns to a producer from 
relinquishing base as compared to re¬ 
turns accruing to other producers who 
remain on base while at the same time 
not constituting a deterrent to those In¬ 
dividual producers who enter the market 
for the first time. Thus, the general 
objective of insuring the effectiveness 
of the base plan in the interest of an 
orderly market may be achieved without 
any significant increase in average ad¬ 
justment to the uniform price all months 
considered. 

Proponents further recognized that 
the expansion of the marketing area 
would result in regulation of certain 
plants now unregulated and thus bring 
under order pricing the milk of a num¬ 
ber of additional dairy fanners who have 
not made a base under the terms of 
either order. Accordingly, they offered 
alternative proposals for integrating the 
milk of such dairy farmers into the 
base-excess payment plan. Any such 
dairy farmer amid tl> provide actual 
records of his deliveries for the base¬ 
forming period on which a base could be 
computed, or (2) be paid the full (un¬ 
adjusted) market blend price until such 
time as he had shipped through a full 
base-forming period. The purpose of 
these alternative procedures is to avoid 
any price penalty to such dairy farmers 
who could be brought under the plan 
without prior knowledge of it. It is con¬ 
cluded that such dairy farmers should be 
accorded these reasonable alternatives. 

The merger of the Muskegon order 
into the Southern Michigan order raises 
the question of the validity of bases pre¬ 
viously made under the former order. 
Proponents suggested that bases made 
under the rules of such order be recog¬ 
nized until all producers under the con¬ 
solidated order receive recomputed bases 
for the following year in the normal 
manner. In view of the similarity of 
present base-excess plans under the two 
orders, the use of bases in effect under 
each of the present orders wUl result in 
a reasonable distribution of producer re¬ 
turns during any' such temporary period 
under a consolidated order. Therefore. 
It is not necessary or appropriate to ex¬ 
tend in such instances the option of pay¬ 
ment at the unadjusted blend price as 
in the case of completely new shippers. 
Present producers under the separate 
orders, however, should continue to have 
the privilege of relinquishing base under 
the option ot the adjusted uniform price 
as described above. 

<f) Method of pooling. Marketwide 
pooling provisions which are now in¬ 
cluded in both Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon orders should be retained in 
the consolidated order. Marketwide 
pooling is required In this market to 
maintain orderly marketing. 

A marketwide pool is necessary to dis¬ 
tribute among all producers the burden 
of carrying the reserve milk supply for 
the market and thus to insure orderly 
disposal of such reserve milk. The re¬ 
serve supplies of the Southern Michigan 


market are unevenly distributed among 
pool plants. With somewhat lesser dif¬ 
ferences. this is also true in the Muske¬ 
gon market. At one extreme arc the 
supply plants with manufacturing facil¬ 
ities. nearly all of which are operated by 
cooperatives. Conversely, the great ma¬ 
jority of the proprietary distributing 
plants ordinarily receive only enough 
producer milk to supply their Class I 
needs. Relatively few distributing plants 
maintain manufacturing facilities al¬ 
though certain of such plants process 
cottage cheese. It is at the cooperative 
supply plants that most of the reserve 
milk for the market is carried and manu¬ 
factured. This relieves most proprietary 
handlers from directly disposing of their 
daily and seasonal surpluses. 

A proposal for individual-handler 
pools was made at the hearing. Under 
individual-handler pools producers who 
deliver their milk to supply plants in this 
market would receive prices consider¬ 
ably lower than those who ship to dis¬ 
tributing plants with high Class I utiliza¬ 
tion. The difference in such prices con¬ 
ceivably could be nearly as wide as the 
difference between the Class I and Class 
II prices. Thus, the major port of the 
burden of reserve milk would be reflected 
in prices to producers at supply plants, 
while producers delivering U proprietary 
distributing plants would enjoy virtually 
a Class I return for all their milk. Co¬ 
operatives thus would be handicapped 
in maintaining efficient facilities for the 
orderly disposition of milk destined for 
manufacturing and in assembling milk 
for shipment to the fluid market. A 
change to handler pooling undoubtedly 
would force producers and handlers to 
develop new methods of handling market 
supplies of milk. In all probability with 
reduced efficiency in marketing and an 
unstable price situation for producers 
generally. 

Market wide pooling has enabled co¬ 
operative associations to develop manu¬ 
facturing facilities for the efficient han¬ 
dling of the reserve supplies, and yet to 
be in position to return to their producers 
the same price as is paid by those han¬ 
dlers who do not assume any direct re¬ 
sponsibility of carrying reserve supplies 
or of providing for their disposition when 
not needed for bottling. To enable the 
continued efficient handling of reserve 
milk, market pooling should be con¬ 
tinued. 

Market pooling is needed also to pro¬ 
vide stable producer prices. Certain sales 
practices are prevalent which, under 
handler pooling, could cause wide, un¬ 
predictable swings in producer prices at 
individual plants. It is becoming com¬ 
monplace for handlers to sell milk in 
large amounts to wholesale outlets—gen¬ 
erally supermarkets or chain store ac¬ 
counts. Competition among handlers for 
these accounts is keen, and the accounts 
change hands frequently. When this 
happens, the percentage of Class I use of 
the handler can change significantly. 
Under an individual-handler pool, the 
producers at a single plant would absorb 
the entire gain or loss of such an ac¬ 
count and an equal loss or gain in sales, 
as the case may be. would be reflected 
In the producer blend prices at another 


plant. In such instances, producer prices 
at the plants involved could fluctuate 
markedly. Changes in excess of 25 cents 
per hundredweight or more could result 
It is difficult for individual producers to 
plan their operations efficiently when 
prices can vary to this extent simply 
because ot the change of an account from 
one handler to another. 

When such shifts in sales between pool 
handlers take place under & marketwide 
pool, however, there is no rrsultlni 
change in producer prices. This is so 
because 1 market Class I utilization In the 
aggregate is prorated over all producer* 
Tire greater stability of produce prices 
under marketwidc pooling will assist 
producers in planning their operations. 

An alternative projxwal was submitted 
for consideration in the event market- 
wide pooling is continued. Under the al¬ 
ternative proposal handlers selling pri¬ 
marily ''special milks" would be permit¬ 
ted, upon meeting several requirement*, 
to pay their producers the respective 
utilization values of milk in their own 
plants through individual-hander pooh. 

It was suggested that to become eligible 
for such "limited" individual-handler 
pooling, 'special milks" might have such 
identifying characteristics as: <a> milk 
from a single breed of cow, (b) milk for 
which the applicable health requirement! 
for production are more stringent than 
for market milk meeting normal health 
restrictions, (c) milk of fat. sollds-not- 
fat and protein content higher than that 
of regular milk. <d) milk with brand 


differentiation, such as "Golden Guern¬ 
sey". "All-Jersey". "Certified”, etc, or 
(e) milk produced by farmers belonging 
to a recognized sales and merchandldng 
organization. Four types of milk pre¬ 
sumably would qualify immediately for 
individual-handler pooling provided the 
additional proposed requirements beio* 
were met. These are: Certified milk, 
"immune" milk. Ooldcn Guernsey milk, 
and All-Jersey milk. Other type* 
could qualify if and when a specified 
standard, as "special milk", were met 
In addition, any "special milk” wouM 
be derived solely from milk separstw 
produced, handled, and processed 
preserve its physical idenUflcatn*n atsh 
times. Also, the plant would have to 
maintain "special milk" sales in amount* 
not less than 70 percent of the total Cl*** 
I sales of the plant. Plants failing to 
maintain this percentage would re-emd 
the marketwide pool. Finally, artf ^ 
arate handler pool would be subject to 
producer approval. A favorable vote w 
80 percent of the "special milk” produc¬ 
ers at the plant would make the Inaino- 
ual-handler pool effective. t 

The record does not provide 
for the conclusion that the 
characteristics suggested 
"special milk" from other milk m 
market for pricing and pooling 
No showing was made in the record'7#* 
there Is an Inherent value nUacnea 
any of the types of milk rcfc . n ? l > )f 
which is not reflected at present 1 
price and butterfat differential pro**** 
of the order. For example. ^ 

ent time "All-Jersey" milk at 
available to consumers ot the sarne 


price as regular milk. 
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Purifier, even IX ‘special milks” could 
be feasibly identified apart from regu¬ 
lar milk on their intrinsic value, it would 
aot be ippropriate to provide for their 
separate pooling. Separate pooling 
uould place the producers remaining in 
the market wide pool at a disadvantage. 
The special milk 0 handler could shift 
the burden of his surplus milk to the 
market wide pool by dropping individual 
producers when production exceeds sales 
of the i>edal milk.” These producers 
then could enter a plant in the market- 
side pool and share in its Class X sales. 
When the milk was needed again at the 
plant handling “special milk/* the pro¬ 
ducers could return to the latter plant. 
8uch practice, of course, would result in 
market pooling of the plant’s surplus 
without enabling producers In the mar¬ 
keted r pool to share In any Class I re¬ 
turns from the sales of “special milk.” 

Another feature of the proposal also 
would cause adverse effect on producers 
In the market pool. A requirement of the 
proposal Is that a handler shall maintain 
70 percent of his Class I business in 
“special milk” in order to have an indi¬ 
vidual-handler pool. Therefore, by 
varying the ixrcent&ge of his business 
under the label or other designation as 
“special milk* 1 a handler could shift his 
plsM back and forth between the market 
Pool and his own pool to suit his own 
idvantagi . For example, if a handler's 
Class I utilization rose above the market 
average, be could, on seeing a milk pro¬ 
curement advantage, withdraw from the 
marketwide pool and pay his producers 
the use value for their milk based on his 
o*n utilization. Should the Class I use 
of such a handler fall below the market 
average, he could re-enter the market- 
wide pool to draw from the equalization 
fund simply by reducing his sales desig¬ 
nated as special milk" below the 70- 
Pcrcent minimum. Again, producers of 
we “special milk” plant would share in 
the market pool's Class I sales at such 
tones, but never would share their Class 
i ales with the other producers, 
it should be further noted that the 
uniform prices to producers 
nxca by the order are minimums and that 
any value w hich should accrue to pro- 
noers providing milk for special pur- 
wees may be bargained over and above 
w* order level which is geared to provid- 
^equate supply of milk of gen- 
tr ^ y acceptable market quality, 
tofi Ai ™.?* 1110 foregoing, the proposals 
^w » ual . ha ™*ter Pools are denied. 

diverted from plants under 
a TV J, cr , arrfcr * When milk is diverted to 
, nt . * rom a nonpool plant which 
***uiated under another order, pro- 
iniT?K h ° U d ** made 10 Preclude pool- 
Con^l A ? une mlUc under two orders, 
to Provision should be made 

vm*Tr ldp P 0011 ^ which is di- 

Dkm 52? 1 .* 1)001 Plant to another order 

*whX?orden bJeCt *° P °° Un * Undef 
PC Mlchl « an order now 
fwrwi hi*° r the allocation of milk trans- 
iSSJ* 1 "**" Pool planto and plant* 
^not d / t .' d , Cr ? ther orders. Order 40 
•teTu; nf clearly, however, the 

diverted hf. dalry ,arm er whose milk Is 
«bZt m Ucw ? a Pool plant and a plant 
,(Ct 10 regulation under a different 

Mo 84- a 


order. Under bulk tank handling milk 
may be moved between order markets 
directly from farms, particularly along 
the southern border of Michigan where 
the production area is common to several 
regulated markets 

Two proposals were made to specify 
the producer status of a dairy farmer 
when his milk is received at a pool plant 
by diversion from an other order plant. 
One proposal, by certain cooperative 
associations, would assign such dairy 
farmer producer status when a greater 
quantity of his milk is delivered during 
the month to a Southern Michigan order 
distributing plant than is physically re¬ 
ceived at a distributing plant under the 
other order. It was testified that milk 
has been diverted from the Northwestern 
Ohio order market to a Southern Michi¬ 
gan order distributing plant and that the 
order should clearly specify whether 
such milk Is to be treated as producer 
milk or as other source milk. It was 
proposed by the producer groups that 
producer status be automatic when a 
majority of the producer’s milk is de¬ 
livered to the Southern Michigan pool 
plant. Another proposal, made by a 
proprietary handler, would exempt from 
producer milk status any milk received 
by diversion from another order plant. 
Thus, the determining factor would be 
the limit placed on diversions pursuant 
to the other order. In this connection 
the handler witness cited the provisions 
of the Northwestern Ohio order which 
allow diversion of an Individual pro¬ 
ducer's milk on all but four days of the 
month. 

The allocation provisions of the South¬ 
ern Michigan order provide that bulk 
milk received from another order plant 
can be designated Class n use by both 
handlers if so reported, otherwise such 
other source milk is allocated pro rata 
to the handler's utilization in the same 
manner as producer milk. No change in 
the allocation provision was at issue. 
However, this provision is relevant in 
determining whether milk received by di¬ 
version from another regulated market 
should be designated producer milk. In 
the event that such milk is diverted for 
intended Class n use it would be appro¬ 
priate to exempt the milk from producer 
milk status as it may be the most con¬ 
venient outlet for disposing of reserve 
supplies of the market from which di¬ 
verted. However, in the event such milk 
Is not specifically diverted for Class n 
use, some reasonable limit on the diver¬ 
sion as other source milk is appropriate. 
Otherwise, supplies which were histori¬ 
cally associated with another market 
could be shifted to the Southern Mich¬ 
igan market on a direct-delivery basis 
in the same manner as the milk of regu¬ 
lar producers without actually becoming 
producer milk. 

A limit based upon majority shipment 
is reasonable since if more milk is 
shipped to Southern Michigan order pool 
plants than to plants under the other 
order, the primary association is with 
the Southern Michigan market. Such 
producer status should be based on the 
quantities of such milk which is delivered 
to all pool plants (exclusive of that milk 
for which Class n use is requested) 


rather than just distributing plants, since 
milk delivered to supply plants can be 
allocated to Class I use under some cir¬ 
cumstances. However, since the provi¬ 
sions of a neighboring order would not 
necessarily exempt such milk from pro¬ 
ducer status thereunder even if otherwise 
subject to pooling in the Southern Mich¬ 
igan market, the provision should be 
constructed to preclude pooling producer 
milk under both the Southern Michigan 
order and another order at the same 
time. Consequently, if the other order 
does not release the milk for pooling 
under the Southern Michigan order, it 
must remain under the other order. 

The present Southern Michigan and 
Muskegon orders place no limits on the 
amount of milk which may be diverted 
to nonpool plants during the month and 
retain status as pooled milk. There was 
no proposal and no evidence calling for 
a limitation on such shipments out of 
the market in excess of which the milk 
would lose Its status as producer (pool* 
milk. 

However, in the event diversion is made 
to a nonpool plant which is an other or¬ 
der plant, the milk should not be subject 
to pooling under both orders. In order 
to avoid duplication of regulation, it is 
provided in the consolidated order that 
milk diverted to an other order plant 
will lose its status as pool milk under 
the Southern Michigan order immedi¬ 
ately upon becoming subject to pooling 
under the other order as producer milk 
as defined therein. 

(h> Administrative and miscellaneous 
provisions . The maximum rate of ad¬ 
ministrative assessment under the con¬ 
solidated order to cover administrative 
costs should be 2 cents per hundred¬ 
weight. The maximum deduction to 
cover costs of marketing services to pro¬ 
ducers should be 5 cents per hundred¬ 
weight. The above rates are the same 
as those in the present Southern Michi¬ 
gan order. Muskegon order maxi mums 
are 4 cents for administrative assessment 
and 7 cents for marketing services. 

Administrative and marketing service 
costs per hundredweight of milk under 
the merged order should average about 
the same as under the present Southern 
Michigan order. This is so because pres¬ 
ent Southern Michigan order plants and 
producers will account for most of the 
milk In the market. About 95 percent 
of the producer milk under the consoli¬ 
dated order will be received at plants 
which are regulated by the present 
Southern Michigan order. A very high 
percentage of the producers for whom 
the market administrator will perform 
marketing services ship to these South¬ 
ern Michigan plants also. While maxi¬ 
mum administrative assessment and 
marketing service rates on milk which is 
now received at Muskegon order plants 
are somewhat higher than on milk under 
the Southern Michigan order, it is ex¬ 
pected that in view of the substantially 
greater volumes involved under & com¬ 
bined order, the effective rates on such 
milk need not be higher than those pro¬ 
vided in the present Southern Michigan 
order. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions . Briefs and proposed findings 
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and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence In the record were consid¬ 
ered in making the findings and conclu¬ 
sions set forth above. To the extent that 
the suggested findings and conclusions 
filed by interested parties are Inconsist¬ 
ent with the findings and conclusions set 
forth herein, the requests to make such 
findings or reach such conclusions arc 
denied for the reasons previously stated 
in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made In connection with the Issuance of 
the aforesaid orders and of the pre¬ 
viously Issued amendments thereto; and 
all of said previous findings and deter¬ 
minations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except Insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 

<a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, and all of the 
terms and conditions thereof, will tend 
to effectuate the declared policy of the 
act; 

ib) The parity price* of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the Act 
are not reasonable in view of the price 
of feeds, available supplies of feeds, and 
other economic conditions which affect 
market supply and demand for milk In 
the marketing areas, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreements and the orders, as here¬ 
by proposed to be amended, are such 
prices as will reflect the aforesaid fac¬ 
tors. insure a sufficient quantity of pure 
and wholesome milk, and be in the pub¬ 
lic interest; 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby pro¬ 
posed to be amended, will regulate the 
handling of milk in the same manner as. 
and will be applicable only to persons in 
the respective classes of industrial and 
commercial activity specified in, a mar¬ 
keting agreement upon which a hearing 
has been held; 

td* All milk and milk products han¬ 
dled by handlers, as defined in this order, 
are in the current of interstate commerce 
or directly burden, obstruct, or affect in¬ 
terstate commerce in milk or its prod¬ 
ucts; and 

<e> It is hereby found that the neces¬ 
sary expense of the market administra¬ 
tor for the maintenance and function¬ 
ing of such agency will require the pay¬ 
ment by each handler, as his pro rata 
share of such expense, 2 cents per hun¬ 
dredweight or such lesser amount as the 
Secretary may prescribe, with respect to; 

(l # Producer milk (including milk of 
such handler's own production>; 

<2) Other source milk allocated to 
Class I pursuant to f 1040.46(a) (3> and 
(7i and the corresponding steps of 
i 1040.46(b). and 

(3) Class I milk disposed of in the 
marketing area from partially regulated 
distributing plants that exceed the hun¬ 
dredweight of Class I milk received dur¬ 
ing the month at such plant from pool 
plants and other order plants. 


Recommended marketing agreement 
and order amending the order. The fol¬ 
lowing order amending and consolidat¬ 
ing the order, as amended, regulating 
the handling of milk in the Southern 
Michigan and Muskegon. Mich., mar¬ 
keting areas * redefined therein as the 
' Southern Michigan marketing area") 
is recommended as the derailed and ap¬ 
propriate means by which the foregoing 
conclusions may be carried out. The 
recommended marketing agreement is 
not included in this decision because the 
regulatory provisions thereof would be 
the same as those contained In the or¬ 
der, as hereby proposed to be amended: 

PART 1040—MILK IN SOUTHERN 
MICHIGAN MARKETING AREA 

Subport — Order Regulating Handling 

DtnxmoNS 

Sec. 

10401 Act. 

1040.2 Secretary. 

1040.3 UJ5J3.A. 

1040 4 Person. 

1040 5 Cooperative association. 

1040 0 Southern Michigan marketing area. 

1040.7 Handler. 

1040 8 Producer. 

1040.9 Prod uoer- handler. 

1040 10 Producer milk. 

1040.11 Other source milk 

1040 12 Fluid milk product. 

104013 Route. 

1040 14 Distributing plant. 

1040.15 Supply plant. 

1040.16 Pool plant 

1040.17 Call percentage. 

1040.18 Nonpool plant, 

1040 19 Base milk. 

1040.20 Kxctes milk. 

Musn Administrator 

1040.35 Market administrator. 

1040 26 Powers 

104027 Duties 

Han oust. Raeorrs, Records, and Fa c amts 

1040.30 Monthly reports of receipts and 

utilization. 

1040.31 Other report*. • 

104032 Records and facilities. 

104033 Retention of records. 

Classification or Mux 

1040 40 Skim milk and butter fat to be 

classified. 

1040 41 Classes of utlUzatton. 

1040 42 Shrinkage. 

1040.43 Transfers. 

1040.44 Responsibility of handlers. 

1040.46 Computation of skim milk and 

butterfat In each class. 

1040 46 Allocation of skim milk and but¬ 
terfat classified. 


Bee 

1040.66 Obligations of handler operating 

a partially regulated distributing 
plant. 

1040.67 Notification. 

Bask Rules 

1040 70 Determination of base. 

1040 7! Application of bases. 

1040 72 Relinquishing a base 

Payments ro« Milk 

1040.80 Time and method of payment ts 

producers. 

1040.81 Location differentials to producer* 

and on non pool milk. 

104032 Producer butterfat differentlsl 

1040 83 Producer-equalization fund. 
1040.64 Payments to the produce r-rqmil* 
aation fund. 

1040 85 Payment from the producer-equal¬ 
ization fund. 

1040.80 Expense of administration. 
104037 Marketing services. 

1040.88 Adjustment of account* 

104089 Overdue accounts. 

Application or Provision r 

1040.90 Handler exemption. 

104031 Handlers subject to other Federal 
orders. 

1040.92 Producer-handler exemption. 

104033 8peclal reporting dates. 

Er r ac t ive Time. Suspension, oa Termikstwi 

1040.100 Termination of obligation* 

1040.101 Effective timo. 

1040 102 Suspension or termination. 

1040.103 Continuing obligations. 

1040.104 Liquidation. 

Miscellaneous Poovisjon-- 

1040.110 Agent*. 

1040.111 Separability of provision* 

Atrrnoarrr: The provision* of thU P»rt 
1040 Issued under Secs. 1-19, 48 SU! 31, »* 
amended; 7 08.0 601-674. 

Definitions 

§ 10 HU An. 

"Act” means Public Act No. 10, 7&J 
Congress, as amended, and as rc-enactw 
and amended by the Agricultural Mar¬ 
keting Agreement Act of 1937. as amend¬ 
ed <7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.l. 

§ 1010.2 Secretary. 

"Secretary" means the Secretary cd 
Agriculture of the United Stab's, or M) 
officer or employee of the United States 
authorized to exercise the P° wer * 1 “J? 
to perform the duties of the Secrettiy 
of Agriculture. 

§ 1040.3 U3.D.A. 

"U-S.D.A." means the United SI 
Department of Agriculture. 


Minimum Class Posen* 

104030 Basic formula price. 

1040.51 Class 1 milk prior. 

1040.62 Class II milk price. 

1040.53 Handler butterfat differential. 
104084 Location adjustments to handlers. 

1040.55 Use of equivalent price*. 

DmrsuiN ATION or Uniterm Prices to 
Producers 

1040.60 Computation of the net pool ob¬ 

ligation or each pool handler. 

1040.61 Computation of the 8.5 percent 

value of all milk. 

1040.62 Computation of unironn price. 

1040.63 Adjusted uniform price. 

1040.64 Execs* milk price. 

1040 65 Computation of uniform price for 
base milk. 


§ 1046.4 Person. 

Person" means any individual, pxrtj 
nershlp. corporation, association, or 
other business unit. 


1040.3 Cooperative aMc'talion. 

"Cooperative association ' ^ 

ooperative marketing 
roducers, which the JJ* n - 

lincs. after application by the assoc* 

Ion r nvi- 

(a) To be qualified under the 
Ions of the act of Congress of Frt>™ 

8.1922. as amended, known as the 
cr-Volstead Act”: , 

<b> To have full authority In W . 
f milk of Its members and is en*»* 
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in making collective sales or marketing 
mil* or It products for Its members; and 

<c i To have all at Its activities under 

the control of it* members. 

§ 1040.6 Southern Michigan marketing 

arra. 

-Southern Michigan marketing area" 
hereinafter referred to as the ‘ market- 
inf area”, means all territory geograph¬ 
ically within the places listed below, to- 
irther with all piers, docks, and wharves 
connected therewith and all craft moored 
thereat, and all territory wholly or partly 
therein occupied by government < mu¬ 
nicipal, State, or Federal) reservations, 
installAtloi B. institutions, or other simi¬ 
lar establishments; 


Allegan. 

Alpena. 

Arenac. 

Barry. 

Bay. 

Calhoun. 

Clart. 

Clinton. 

Eaton. 


MlcintUlf Counties 
• Mason. 


Missaukee. 

Monroe (Ash and 
Berlin townships 
only). 

Montcalm. 

Montmorency. 

Muskegon. 

Newaygo. 

Oakland. 

Ottawa. 

Oceana. 

Ogemaw. 

Osceola. 

Oscoda. 

Presque X*!e (Kra¬ 
kow and Presque 
I ale townships 

only). 

Roscommon. 

Saginaw. 

St. Clair. 

Sanilac. 

Shlawasee#. 

Tuscola. 

Washtenaw. 

Wayne. 


Obtain. 

Gnuot, 

Huron. 

Ingham. 

Ionia. 
io teo- 
XtabtOa. 

Jackson. 

K«nt. 

Uka 
lapeer 
Uttagiton. 

Macomb. 

ftkoocta 

11010.7 Handler. 

‘‘Handler’* means: 

<s) Any person who operates a pool 

Plant; 

Jb) Any person who operates a par- 
^Blly regulated distributing plant; 

Any cooperative association with 
tl ^ L °* producers 

J?™ *» clellvcred directly from the 
Arm to the pool plant of another handler 
rift™ truck owned, operated by, or 
■ocUfL? 0 ^ 101 5Uch cooperative as- 
ativ*. » tlle acc °Mnt at such cooper- 

<sucix mllk ^all be con- 
h *ving been received by such 
f? sociatlon a location 
P00 ‘ B, “‘ “ 

^ Any cooperative association with 
to producer milk diverted from a 
u *• - 

opeiito- ri Af PerSon af n hU ^Pkcity as the 

which fluid mnir 0U ^f or(!er from 

^ k t? roduct ? arc distr lbuted 

^PPedt^ n U LJ? e t l,,arketlng area or 

*** to a pool plum; and 
Any producer-handler. 

• |^0.8 IWluccr. 

r 1 ****^ person, other 
end ^ ^er-handler under any Fcd- 

by anyduiy^nSS^?? approved 
hr fluid auth ority 

*rta, khich il ^^a ln the niarkeUng 
10 othfr ^A^ 10 a Wl plant, or 
^ plant by diversion from a 


pool plant. The term shall include such 
a person with respect to milk diverted to 
a pool plant from an other order plant 
(unless designated for Class n use) dur¬ 
ing any month In which the quantity 
diverted is greater than the quantity of 
milk physically received from such per¬ 
son at the plant from which diverted and 
such milk Is exempt from the pooling 
provisions of the other order. 

§ 1940.9 IVodurrr-handlcr. 

‘Producer-handler” means a person 
who; 

(a) Operates a dairy farm and a milk 
plant from which fluid milk products 
are distributed In the marketing area and 
who received fluid milk products only 
from his own production or by transfer 
from a pool plant; and 

<b) Provides proof that (1) the care 
and management of all dairy animals 
and other resources necessary to pro¬ 
duce the entire volume of fluid milk 
products handled (excluding receipts by 
transfer from a pool plant); and (2) the 
operation of the processing business Is 
the personal enterprise and risk of such 
person. 

§ 1040.10 Producer tuilk. 

“Producer milk“ means all skim milk 
and butterfat contained in milk received 
from producers at a pool plant or by a 
cooperative association in its capacity as 
a handler pursuant to ft 1040.7 (c) and 
(d) and that diverted to a nonpool plant 
by the operator of a pool plant, except 
milk which is subject to pooling under 
another Federal order. 

§ 1040.11 Ollier tourrr milk. 

“Other source milk” means all skim 
milk and butterfat contained in; 

(a) Receipts during the month of 
fluid milk products except (1) receipts 
from other pool plants, and (2) producer 
milk (Including that received from a co¬ 
operative association pursuant to ft 1040.7 
<c)); and 

<b) Products, other than fluid milk 
products, from any source (including 
those produced at the pool plant) which 
are reprocessed or converted to another 
product in the pool plant during the 
month. 

§1010.12 Fluid milk product. 

“Fluid milk product’* means milk, skim 
milk, flavored milk, buttermilk, yogurt, 
cream (exclusive of frozen and sour 
cream), and any mixture in fluid form 
of cream and milk or skim milk (except 
storage cream, aerated cream products, 
ice cream mix, evaporated or condensed 
milk and sterilized products packaged ln 
hermetically sealed containers). 

§ 1010,13 Route. 

“Route” means a delivery < including 
a delivery by a vendor or sale from a 
plant or plant store) of any fluid milk 
product (except bulk cream) classified as 
Class I to a wholesale or retail outlet 
other than a delivery to any milk plant. 

§1010.14 Distributing plant. 

“Distributing plant * means a plant in 
which milk approved by any duly con¬ 
stituted health authority for fluid con¬ 
sumption ln the marketing area is proc¬ 
essed or packaged and from which fluid 


milk products in consumer-type pack¬ 
ages or dispenser units are distributed on 
routes in the marketing area. 

§ 1040.13 Supply plant. 

“Supply plant” means a plant in which 
milk approved by any duly constituted 
health authority for fluid consumption 
in Die marketing area is assembled and 
either processed or shipped in the form 
of a bulk fluid milk product to another 
milk processing plank 

§1010.16 Pool plant. 

“Pool plant” means; 

(a) A distributing plant, other than 
a producer-handler plant or plants ex¬ 
empt pursuant to ft 1040.30 and ft 1040.91. 
from which total distribution of fluid 
milk products on routes during the 
month or during either of the 2 months 
immediately preceding is not less than 
50 percent of receipts of producer milk 
and fluid milk products from supply 
plants and cooperative associations pur¬ 
suant to ft 1040.7(c) (exclusive of re¬ 
ceipts certified by a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation which operates no milk plant 
as having been diverted from other pool 
plants for manufacturing use In a vol¬ 
ume which, with other like certifications 
issued by such association, does not ex¬ 
ceed the volume of milk delivered to all 
pool distributing plants by producers who 
ore members of such association): 

ib) A supply plant which during the 
month meets one of the performance 
requirements specified in subparagraph 
Cl). (2>. C3>, or (4) of this paragraph 
and any applicable call percentage: Pro- 
tided, That all supply plants which are 
operated by one handler, or all the sup¬ 
ply plants for which a handler is re¬ 
sponsible for meeting the performance 
requirements of this paragraph (b) un¬ 
der a marketing agreement certified to 
the market administrator by both par¬ 
ties may be considered as a unit for the 
purpose of meeting the performance re¬ 
quirements of either subparagraphs (1), 
(2), (3>. or (4) of this paragraph <b> 
upon written notice to the market ad¬ 
ministrator specifying the plants to be 
considered as a unit and the period dur¬ 
ing which such consideration shall apply. 
Such notice, and notice of any change 
in designation, shall be furnished on 
or before the fifth working day follow¬ 
ing the month to which the notice ap¬ 
plies. In any months of November 
through June a unit shall not contain 
plants which were not qualified as a 
pool plant either individually or as a 
member of a unit during the previous 
October through January. 

(DA plant from which not less than 
25 percent or the call percentage, which¬ 
ever is higher, of receipts of producer 
milk and receipts for which a coopera¬ 
tive association is the handler pursuant 
to ft 1040.7(c), less any milk disposed of 
from the plant as Class I other than by 
transfer to pool plants of other handlers, 
is moved to a pool distributing plant. If 
such plant has met the required per¬ 
centage during each of the months of 
October through January, it shall be a 
pool plant for each of the following 
months of February through September 
during which it meets any announced 
call percentage. 
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<2> A plant operated by a cooperative 
a&soclation whJch supplies pool distrib¬ 
uting plants with member producer milk, 
either by shipment from such plant or 
by direct delivery from the farm. In a 
total amount not less than one-half or 
the call percentage, whichever is higher, 
of the aggregate receipts of fluid milk 
products at all pool distributing plants. 

(3) A plant operated by a cooperative 
association which supplies pool distribut¬ 
ing plants, either by shipment from such 
supply plant or by direct delivery from 
the farm, with not less than one-half or 
the call percentage, whichever is higher, 
of its total member producer milk. 

t4> A plant operated by a cooperative 
association which supplies pool plants of 
other handlers, by direct delivery from 
the farm, with not less than two-thirds 
or the call percentage, whichever is 
higher, of its total member producer 
milk. 

§ 1010.17 Call percentage. 

“Call percentage” means the percent¬ 
age computed by the market adminis¬ 
trator to Increase the minimum percent¬ 
age pooling requirements applicable to 
supply plants and cooperative associa¬ 
tions under 4 1040.16<b). A call per¬ 
centage of not less than 25 percent may 
be computed and announced for each 
month except April. May. June, and July 
as follows: 

(a) Estimate the pounds of Class I 
milk utilization for the month, including 
an additional 15 percent thereof as an 
operating margin, at pool distributing 
plants that received milk from pool sup¬ 
ply plants pursuant to 9 1040.16(b) dur¬ 
ing each of the Immediately preceding 
12 months; 

(b) Subtract from the Class I milk 
estimated pursuant to paragraph (a) of 
this section, the estimated pounds of 
milk which will be received at such pool 
distributing plants during the month 
from (1) producers’ farms, (2) pool 
plants pursuant to 5 1040.16(b) that reg¬ 
ularly shipped their entire available sup¬ 
ply of producer milk to such plants In 
each month of the Immediately preced¬ 
ing August through March period, and 
(3> cooperative associations pursuant to 
9 1040.7(c); 

(C) Divide the remaining pounds of 
Class I milk by the estimated receipts of 
producer milk at pool plants pursuant 
to 9 1040.16(b) except those described in 
paragraph (b) (2) of this section (after 
subtracting any milk estimated to be dis¬ 
posed of as Class I other than transfers 
to other pool plants): 

(d) Multiply the result by 0.75; 

(e) The announcement of the call per¬ 
centage shall be made on or before the 
first day of the month to which it applies 
and shall set forth the data on which the 
estimates of Class I utilization and sup¬ 
plies are based together with appropriate 
explanatory comments on the computa¬ 
tions involved; 

(f) The market administrator may re¬ 
duce the call percentage at any time 
during the month if he determines that 
more milk than is needed for Class I use 
is being delivered to distributing plants. 


§1010.18 INonpool plant. 

“Nonpool plant” means any milk re¬ 
ceiving. manufacturing, or processing 
plant other than a pool plant. The fol¬ 
lowing categories of nonpool plants are 
further defined as follows: 

(a) “Other order plant” means a plant 
that is fully subject to the class pricing 
and pooling provisions of another order 
issued pursuant to the Act. 

(b) “Producer-handler plant” means a 
plant operated by a producer-handler as 
defined In any order (including this part) 
issued pursuant to the Act. 

<c) “Partially regulated distributing 
plant” means a nonpool plant that is 
neither an other order plant nor a pro¬ 
ducer-handler plant and from which 
fluid milk products in consumer-type 
packages or dispenser units are distrib¬ 
uted on routes in the marketing area 
during the month. 

(d) “Unregulated supply plant” means 
a nonpool plant that is neither an other 
order plant nor a producer-handler plant 
and from which a fluid milk product ap¬ 
proved by any duly constituted health 
authority for fluid consumption In the 
marketing area is shipped during the 
month to a pool plant. 

§ 1010.19 IWmilk. 

“Base milk” means the amount of 
milk delivered by a producer each month 
which is not in excess of his base com¬ 
puted pursuant to 9 1040.70 multiplied by 
the number of days for which his milk 
production is delivered during the month. 

§ 1040.20 Fxcew* milk. 

“Excess milk” means milk delivered by 
a producer each month in excess of his 
base milk. 

Market Administrator 
§ 10 40.25 Market administrator. 

The agency for the administration of 
this part shall be a market administrator, 
selected by the Secretary, who shall be 
entitled to such compensation as may be 
determined by. and shall be subject to 
removal by. the Secretary. 

§ 1040.26 Power*. 

The market administrator shall have 
the following powers with respect to this 
part: 

(a) To administer its terms and pro¬ 
visions; 

(b) To receive, investigate, and re¬ 
port to the Secretary complaints of vio¬ 
lations; 

(c) To make rules and regulations to 
effectuate its terms and provisions; and 

(d) To recommend amendments to 
the Secretary. 

§ 1040.27 Duties. 

The market administrator shall per¬ 
form all duties necessary to administer 
the terms and provisions of this part. 
Including, but not limited to, the fol¬ 
lowing: 

(a) Within 30 days following the date 
on which he enters upon his duties, exe¬ 
cute and deliver to the Secretary a bond, 
effective as of the date on which he 
enters upon such duties and conditioned 


upon the faithful performance of such 
duties, in an amount and with surety 
thereon satisfactory to the Secretary; 

<b) Employ and fix the compensation 
of such persona as may be necessary to 
enable him to administer its terms and 
provisions; 

(c) Obtain a bond in a reasonable 
amount and with reasonable surety 
thereon covering each employee who 
handles funds entrusted to the market 
administrator; 

(d) Pay, out of the funds provided by 
9 1040.86: 

<1) The cost of his bond and of the 
bonds of his employees; 

(2) His own compensation; and 

(3) All other expenses, except those 
incurred under 9 1040.87, necessarily in¬ 
curred by him in the maintenance and 
functioning of his office and in the per¬ 
formance of his duties; 

<e) Keep such books and record! as 
will clearly reflect the transactions pro- 
tided in this part. and. upon request by 
the Secretary, surrender the same to such 
other person as the Secretary may 
designate; 

(f) Publicly announce, unless other¬ 
wise directed by the Secretary, by post¬ 
ing in a conspicuous place in his office, 
and by such other means as he deems 
appropriate, the name of any person who. 
within 10 days after the day upon which 
he is required to perform such acts, bai 
not made: 

(1) Reports pursuant to 9 9 1040.30 ww 
1040.31; or 

(2) Payments pursuant to 95 104080 
through 1040.87; 

(g) Calculate a base for each pro¬ 
ducer in accordance with 5 1040.70 and 
advise the producer and the handler re¬ 
ceiving the milk of such base; 

(h) Submit his books and records to 
examination by the Secretary and fur¬ 
nish such Information and reports a* 
may be requested by the Secretary; 

(i) Audit records of all handler* w 
verify the reports and payments required 
pursuant to the provisions of this P*fl- 

(J) Prepare and disseminate to pro¬ 
ducers. handlers and the public, geflem 
information which does not reveal con¬ 
fidential Information; and 

<k) Compute and publicly annoua* 
the prices determined for each monui 


follows; , 

< 1) On or before the sixth day of 
month, the Class I price computed pw 
suant to 5 1040.51 for the current mon^ 
and the Class n price computed punu»« 
to 9 1040.52 and the handler and 
ducer butterfat differentials com? 
pursuant to 99 1040.53 and 1040.82. 
the preceding month; and . 

(2) On or before the 11th day of 
month, the uniform price, the W ~ 
uniform price, the price for base 
and the price for excess milk for in p* 
ceding month, computed 
95 1040.62, 1040.63, 1040.64. 

(1) Whenever required for pun^- 
allocating receipts from ^ 

plants pursuant to 9 *040.46<a>> ' 

the corresponding step of 5 
the market administrator shah 
and nubliclv announce the utiuz 
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Ujc nearest whole percentage) In each 
{>153 during the month of skim milk 
butter fat. respectively. In producer 
nflk of all h nndicra. Such estimate shall 
be based upon the most current available 
diU and shall be final for such purpose; 

<m> Report to the market administra¬ 
tor of the other order, as soon as possible 
tfier the report of receipts and utiliza¬ 
tion for the month Is received from a 
handler who lias received fluid milk 
products from an other order plant, the 
dytffication to whl& roeh'receipts are 
allocated pursuant to I 1040.46 pursuant 
to such report, and thereafter any change 
In such allocation required to correct 
errors disclosed in verification of such 
nport; and 

(n> Furnish to each handler operating 
spool plant who has shipped fluid milk 
products to an other order plant, the 
dusiflaitton to which the skim milk and 
butte-fat m such fluid milk products 
were allocated by the market adminis¬ 
trator of the other order on the basis of 
the report of the receiving handler; and, 
u necessary, any changes in such clas- 
dflcatlon arising In the verification of 
inch report 

HiUctLi* Reports, Recoups, 
and Facilities 


f 1010.30 M«rnthly report** of receipt# 

and utilization. 

On or before the fifth working day of 
each month, each handler other than a 
handler exempt pursuant to |g 1040.90. 
1040*1, or 1040.92, shall report to the 
market administrator for the preceding 
month in the detail and on the forms 
prescribed by the market administrator 
i* follows: 

<i) The quantities of skim milk and 
butterfat contained In: 

<l> Milk received from producers (or 
from qualified dairy farmers. In case of a 
nonpool plant) including the aggregate 
QjmnUtlea of base milk, excess milk, and 
milk to be paid for either at the uniform 
or adjusted uniform price; 

Fluid milk products received from 
other pool plants; 

<3> All other source milk; and 

(4) Inventories of fluid milk products 
« hand at the beginning of the month; 

,' bl . ^ utilization of an skim milk 
dbutterfa: required to be reported 
Paragraph (a) of this sec- 
*, toy each handler pur- 

arar^ 1? } 1040.7(b) shall Include a sep- 
wc stsvcment showing the respective 
or skim milk and butterfat dis- 
SKn.fit 0n £2. utcs 111 thc marketing area 

u .^l m hk.and 

iDark*t °f^ r information as the 
«*rk*t administrator may prescribe. 

? KM0.31 Other reports. 

tosndw iC i l pr ^ uccr -handler and each 
1040 113 II 1040JM) and 

tr.d m !?*** report8 at such time 

^mor b r* anncr as th * market ad ~ 

<b) nn ? ay re< fi« 5 t: and 

menth^fh ^ f0 I? the 20th dft T of each 
from p Who reoetved milk 
payroll report his producer 

ahaH idiov, • the precedinff month which 

basc mUk and 
XCcss mUk. or the pounds of 


milk to be paid for at the uniform or 
adjusted uniform price, received from 
each producer, and the percentage of 
butterfat contained therein; 

12) The amount and date of payment 
to each producer lor to a cooperative 
association); and 

<3) Thc nature and amount of each 
deduction or charge Involved In thc pay¬ 
ments referred to In subparagraph (2) 
of this paragraph. 

§ 1010.32 Rrrordi and f»rililirt. 

Each handler shall maintain and moke 
available to the market administrator 
during the usual hours of business such 
accounts and records of all of Ills opera¬ 
tions and such facilities as are necessary 
to verify reports, or to ascertain the cor¬ 
rect information with respect to (a) thc 
receipts and utilization or disposition of 
all skim milk and butterfat received. In¬ 
cluding all milk products received and 
disposed of In the same form: (b) the 
weights and tests for butterfat. skim 
milk, and other contents of ail milk and 
milk products handled; and (c) pay¬ 
ments to producers and cooperative 
associations. 

§ 1040.33 Retention of rceor«L% 

All books and records required 
under this part to be made available to 
the market administrator shall be re¬ 
tained by the handler for a period of 3 
years to begin at the end of the month 
to which such books and records pertain. 
If within such 3-year period, the market 
administrator notifies a handler in warn¬ 
ing that the retention of such books 
and records, or of specified books and 
records. Is necessary In connection with 
a proceeding under section 8c (15) (A) of 
the act or a court action specified In 
such notice, the handler shall retain 
such books and records until further 
written notification from the market ad¬ 
ministrator. The market administrator 
shall give further wTitten notification to 
the handler promptly upon thc termina¬ 
tion of the litigation or when the records 
are no longer necessary in connection 
therewith. 

Classification of Milk 

§ 1010.10 Skim milk and butterfat to be 
da MifictL 

All skim milk and butterfat received 
at a pool plant which Is required to be 
reported pursuant to 4 1040.30 shall be 
classified pursuant to II 1040.41 through 
1040.46. 

§ 1040.41 Cbt»*£* of utilization. 

Subject to the conditions set forth in 
II 1040.43 and 1040.44. the classes of 
utilization shall be as follows: 

(a> Class f milk. Class I milk shall be 
all skim milk and butterfat: 

(1) Disposed of in tire form of a fluid 
milk product except as provided In para¬ 
graph (b><2), (3). and (4) of this sec¬ 
tion; and 

(2> Not accounted for as Class n milk. 

tb) Class II milk. Class II milk shall 
be: 

(1) Skim milk and butterfat used to 
produce any product other than a fluid 
milk product; 

(2) Skim milk and butterfat disposed 
of In fluid milk products in bulk form 


to any commercial food processing estab¬ 
lishment for use in food products pre¬ 
pared for consumption off the premises: 

(3) Skim milk and butterfat disposed 
of os livestock feed or skim milk dumped 
subject to prior notification to an Inspec¬ 
tion (at his discretion within 18 hours! 
by the market administrator; 

(4) Skim milk represented by the non¬ 
fat milk solids added to a fluid milk 
product which Is in excess of the weight 
of an equivalent volume of fluid milk 
products prior U> such addition; 

(5) Skim milk and butterfat in frozen 
cream: 

(6) Skim milk and butterfat contained 
In Inventory of fluid milk products on 
hand at thc end of the month; 

(7) Skim milk and butterfat. respec¬ 
tively, in shrinkage as computed pur¬ 
suant to 4 1040.42 (a> and <b): and 

(8) Skim milk and butterfat. respec¬ 
tively. In shrinkage assigned pursuant to 
4 1040.42(d) (ii). 

§ 1010.42 Shrinkage. 

The market administrator shall allo¬ 
cate shrinkage to a handler’s receipts 
as follows: 

(a) The quantities of skim milk and 
butterfat. respectively, to be classified as 
Clasa n pursuant to 4 1040.41(b) (7) shall 
not exceed 2 percent (except as provided 
In paragraph (b) of this section) with 
respect to skim milk and butterfat 
received as follows: 

(i) Producer milk physically received 
at a pool plant: 

Ui> Bulk receipts of fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts from other order plants or from 
unregulated supply plants, exclusive of 
the quantities for which Clasa II was 
requested by the handler (s) involved. 

<b> Two percent with respect to re¬ 
ceipts from a cooperative association 
handler under I 1040.7(c) if settlement 
with the association is on the basis of 
weight* and tests determined at the 
farm and thc market administrator is so 
notified of such basis of settlement on 
or before the handler submits his 
monthly report pursuant to 4 1040.30; 
otherwise the maximum shrinkage allow¬ 
ance to the handler on such milk shall 
be l!i percent and to the association 
handler one-half percent. 

(c) In computing shrinkage, producer 
milk received at a pool supply plant and 
transferred in bulk from such plant to a 
pool distributing plant shall be sub¬ 
tracted from the producer milk receipts 
at the first plant and added to the 
producer milk receipts at the second 
plant. 

(d) When a handler has receipts of 
other source milk, shrinkage shall bo al¬ 
located pro rata to skim milk and butter¬ 
fat. respectively, in: 

<i) Producer milk and other receipts 
of milk specified in paragraphs (a) and 
(b) of this section; and 

ill) Other source milk exclusive of that 
specified in paragraph (a) of this section. 

§ 1040.43 Transfers; 

Skim milk or butterfat in the form of 
a fluid milk product shall be classified: 

(a) At the utilization indicated by the 
operators of both plants, otherwise os 
Class I milk, if transferred from a pool 
plant to the pool plant of another han- 
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dler except as provided in 5 1040.44(b), 
subject In either event to the following 
conditions: 

(1) The skim milk or but ter fat so as¬ 
signed to either class shall be limited to 
the amount thereof remaining in such 
class in the transferee plant after com¬ 
putations pursuant to 5 1040.46(a) (1) 
through (8) and the corresponding steps 
of 5 1040.46 <b): 

(21 If the transferor plant received 
during the month other source milk to be 
allocated pursuant to 1 1040.46(a)(3). 
the skim milk and butterfat so trans¬ 
ferred shall be classified so as to allocate 
the least possible Class I utilization to 
such other source milk; and 

(3) If the transferor handler received 
during the month other source milk to 
be allocated pursuant to I 1040.46(a) (7) 
or (8) and the corresponding steps of 
1 1040.46(b), the skim milk and butterfat 
so transferred up to the total of such re¬ 
ceipts shall not be classified as Class I 
milk to a greater extent than would be 
applicable to a like quantity of such other 
source milk received at the transferee 
plant: 

<b) As Class I milk, if transferred from 
a pool plant to a producer-handler: 

ic) As Class I milk, if transferred in 
the form of cream in bulk to a nonpool 
plant that is neither another order plant 
nor a producer-handler plant unless the 
handler claims Class II utilization and 
such nonpool plant is located in Pennsyl¬ 
vania. New Jersey. New York, or New 
England; 

(d> Except as provided in paragraph 
<c) of this section, Class I milk if trans¬ 
ferred or diverted in bulk to a nonpool 
plant this is neither another order plant 
nor a producer-handler plant, unless the 
requirements of subparagraphs (1) and 

(2) of this paragraph arc met. in which 
case the skim milk and butterfat so trans¬ 
ferred or diverted shall be classified in 
accordance with the assignment result¬ 
ing from subparagraph (3) of this para¬ 
graph: 

(1) The transferring or diverting han¬ 
dler claims classification pursuant to the 
assignment set forth in subparagraph 

(3) of this paragraph in his report sub¬ 
mitted to the market administrator pur¬ 
suant to } 1040.30 for the month within 
which such transaction occurred: 

(2) The operator of such nonpool 
plant maintains books and records show¬ 
ing the utilization of ail skim milk and 
butterfat received at such plant which 
are made available if requested by the 
market administrator for the purpose of 
verification; and 

(3) The skim milk and butterfat so 
transferred shall be classified on the basis 
of the following assignment of utiliza¬ 
tion at such nonpool plant in excess of 
receipts of packaged fluid mUk products 
from all pool plants and other order 
plants; 

(i) Any Class I utilization disposed 
of on routes in the marketing area shall 
be first assigned to the skim milk and 
butterfat in the fluid milk products so 
transferred or diverted from pool plants, 
next pro rata to receipts from other or¬ 
der plants and thereafter to receipts from 
dairy farmers who the market adminis¬ 
trator determines constitute regular 


sources of supply of milk for such non¬ 
pool plant; 

(11) Any Class I utilization disposed of 
on routes in the marketing area of an¬ 
other order issued pursuant to the Act 
shall be first assigned to receipts from 
plants fully regulated by such order, next 
pro rata to receipts from pool plants and 
other order plants not regulated by such 
order, and thereafter to receipts from 
dairy farmers who the market adminis¬ 
trator determines constitute regular 
sources of supply for such nonpool plant: 

(ill) Class I utilization in excess of 
that assigned pursuant to subdivision (i) 
and <ii> of this subparagraph shall be 
assigned first to remaining receipts from 
dairy farmers who the market adminis¬ 
trator determines constitute the regular 
source of supply for such nonpool plant 
and Class I utilization in excess of such 
receipts shall be assigned pro rata to 
unassigned receipts at such nonpool plant 
from all pool and other order plants: 

(iv) To the extent that Class I utiliza¬ 
tion Is not so assigned to it, the skim milk 
and butterfat so transferred shall be 
classified as Class II milk; and 

(e) As follows, if transferred to an 
other order plant in excess of receipts 
from such plant in the same category as 
described in subparagraph (1), (2), or 
(3) of this paragraph: 

(1) If transferred in packaged form, 
classification shall be in the classes to 
which allocated as a fluid milk product 
under the other order: 

(2) If transferred in bulk form, clas¬ 
sification shall be in the classes to which 
allocated as a fluid milk product under 
the other order (Including allocation un¬ 
der the conditions set forth in subpara¬ 
graph (3> of this paragraph); 

(3) If the operators of both the trans¬ 
feror and transferee plants so request in 
the reports of receipts and utilization 
filed with their respective market ad¬ 
ministrators. transfers in bulk form shall 
be classified as Class n to the extent of 
the Class n utilization (or comparable 
utilization under such other order) 
available for such assignment pursuant 
to the allocation provisions of the trans¬ 
feree order; 

(4) If information concerning the 
classification to which allocated under 
the other order is not available to the 
market administrator for purposes of 
establishing classification pursuant to 
this paragraph, classification shall be as 
Class I. subject to adjustment when such 
information is available; 

(5) For purposes of this paragraph, if 
the transferee order provides for more 
than two classes of utilization, milk allo¬ 
cated to a class consisting primarily of 
fluid milk products shall be classified as 
Class I. and milk allocated to other 
classes shall be classified as Class II; and 

(6) If the form In which any fluid milk 
product is transferred to another order 
plant is not defined as a fluid milk prod¬ 
uct under such other order, classification 
shall be in accordance with the provi¬ 
sions of J 1040.41. 

§ 1040.14 Kr*|Min*il»ility «>f handler*. 

(a) Except as provided in paragraph 
(b) of this section, all skim milk and 
butterfat shall be classified as Class I 


utilization unless the handler who 6m 
receives such skim milk or butterfst 
proves to the market administrator that 
such skim milk or butterfat should be 
classified otherwise. 

(b) Milk in bulk delivered by a co¬ 
operative association as a handler under 
§ 1040.7(c) or from the pool plant of i 
cooperative association to a handler’s 
pool plant shall be classified aceordint to 
use or disposition by the latter handler 
and the value thereof at the class pho* 
shall be included In his net pool obliga¬ 
tion pursuant tc $ 1040.60. 

§ 1040.45 Computation of tkim milk 
and hutterfnt in earli rla*«. 


For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall correct for mathematical and 
other obvious errors in the monthly re¬ 
port submitted by each handler, and 
compute the total pounds of skLm milt 
and butterfat, respectively, in Class I 
and Class n utilization for such han¬ 
dler. If any of the water contained tn 
the mUk from which a product la made 
is removed before the product Is utiltod 
or disposed of by a handler, the poundi 
of skim milk disposed of in such produet 
shall be considered to be an amount 
equivalent to the nonfat milk solid* con¬ 
tained in such product, plus all of the 
water normally associated with *uch 
solids in the form of whole milk. 

g 1040.46 Allocation of skim milk **d 
butterfat elanificd. 


After making the computations pur¬ 
suant to $ 1040.45, the market adminis¬ 
trator shall determine for each handler 
the classification of producer milk and 
milk received pursuant to § 1040.44<b' 
as follows: . 

(a) Skim milk shall be allocated to the 
following manner: 

(1) Subtract from the total pounds* 
skim milk in Class n the pounds of sen 
milk classified as Class II pursuant to 
5 1040.41(b)(7); 

(2) Subtract from the remaitonf 
pounds of skim milk in each class t* 
pounds of skim milk in fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts received In packaged form from 
other order plants as follows: 

(i) From Class n milk, the leaserd4* 
pounds remaining or 2 percent of mwa 
receipts; and 

<il) From Class I milk, the remain#? 
of such receipts ; 

(3) Subtract in the order sP*®* 
below from the pounds of skim mu re¬ 
maining in each class, in seriesjx* 
ning with Class n, the pounds ol »» 
milk in each of the following: 

(1) Other source milk in a form 
than a fluid milk product: 

(ii) Receipts of fluid milk P 5 ]** 
that arc not approved by ft duly 
tuted health authority for fluto ** 
sumption in the marketing area 0 
are from unidentified 

Oil) Receipts of fluid nulk 

from a producer-handler, bs 

under this or any other Federal orde^ 

(4) Subtract, in the order 
below, from the pounds of 
maining in Class n. but not in t. 
such quantity: 

(i) Receipts of fluid milk ^ 




-ceipu* ui ... 

..111*1 id oly plant. 
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( A t For which the handler requests 
Class IT utilization; or 

<M Which are in excess of the pounds 
of Aim milk determined by subtracting 
from 125 percent of the pounds of skim 
milk remAintnff in Class I milk the sum 
of the pounds of skim milk in producer 
mBk. receipts from a cooperative associ¬ 
ation pursuant to } 1040.1(e). receipts 
from pool plants of other handlers, and 
receipts in bulk from other order plants; 
and 

<Ui Receipts af fluid milk products in 
bulk from another order plant in excess 
of similar transfers to such plant, if 
CUis II utilization was requested by the 
operator of such plant and the handler; 

<5) Subtract tx am the pounds of skim 
milk remaining In each class, in series 
beiinnim: with Class n. the pounds of 
skim milk In inventory of fluid milk 
products on liand at the beginning of 
the month; 

<6> Add to the remaining pounds of 
skim milk in Class n milk the pounds 
subtracted pursuant to subparagraph (1) 

of this paragraph; 

(7) Subtract from the pounds of skim 
milk remaining in each class, pro rata 
to such Quantities, the pounds of skim 
milk In receipts of fluid milk products 
from unregulated supply plants which 
▼ere not subtracted pursuant to sub¬ 
paragraph '4XD of this paragraph; 

<8) Subtract from the pounds of skim 
milk remaining in each class. In the 
following order, the pounds of skim milk 
in receipts uf fluid milk products In bulk 
from on other order plants), in excess 
m each cane of similar transfers to the 
same plant, which were not subtracted 
pursuant to mbparagraph (4) (U) of this 
paragraph: 

( l) In aeries beginning with Class II. 
Jjc Pounds determined by multiplying 
the pounds of such receipts by the burger 
percentage of estimated Class II 
utmxatlon of skim milk announced for 
the month by the market administrator 
Wmrnnt to | 1040.27H) or the percent- 
ff e t Ciass ** utilization remaining 

UHm ^ rem *ltdng utilization of 
of the handler.; and 

Class I, the remaining 
Pounds of such receipts; 

from the pounds of skim 
eftch ***** pounds 
received in fluid milk prod- 
**** pUnU according to 
110^4j^?) C f tlon as5 * gne( * * * * * * * * Pursuant to 

ma 7niL U t the Pounds of skim milk rc- 
!** exceed Sc 

robtrai-t Mirt^ mU ^ 1,1 product “Ilk. 
skim miiL Uc ^ excess from the pounds of 

T, re " mUUu « to each class In 

towntTTS'S* ulth class n. Any 
?53e*!! M,Ur “‘« d shall be known as 

^^.UerlttUmU be allocated In ac- 
SZT “** proccdur ® outlined for 
Uon; JJf ta *’"*«»** (a) of this sec- 

tod ’ !, h ? ani0unt8 of «*to» milk 

deU T“lned Pursuant to 
Into one toJw <b> 01 thl “ «ctlon 
(nine the weichfArt CttCh claS8 and det « r * 


Minimum Class Prices 
§ 1040,30 Bi«ic formula price. 

The basic formula price shall be the 
average price per hundredweight for 
manufacturing grade milk, f.o.b. plants 
in Wisconsin and Minnesota, as reported 
by the U.S.DJV. for the month. Such 
price shall be adjusted to a 3 5 percent 
butterfat basis by a butterfat differen¬ 
tial rounded to the nearest one-tenth 
oent computed at 0.12 times the simple 
average of the daily wholesale selling 
prices fusing the midpoint of any price 
range as one price) of Grade A (92- 
score) bulk creamery butter per pound 
at Chicago, as reported by the UJB.D.A. 
for the month. The basic formula price 
shall be rounded to the nearest full cent. 

§ 1040.31 Gam I milk price. 


month: Provided. That such Class TI 
price shall not be more than the sum 
of paragraphs <a) and <b) of this sec¬ 
tion plus 10 cents, rounded to the near¬ 
est cent: 

(a) From the average Chicago butter 
price for the month described in 5 1040.50 
subtract 3 cents and multiply the re¬ 
mainder by 4.2: and 

fb> From the weighted average of car- 
lot prices per pound of spray process, 
nonfat dry milk for human consumption, 
f.o.b., manufacturing plants In the Chi¬ 
cago area, as published from the 26th 
day of the immediately preceding month 
to the 25th day of the current month by 
the UJ3.D.A., deduct 5.5 cents, and multi¬ 
ply by 8.2. 

g 1040.53 Handler bull erf at difTcrcn- 
UaL 


Subject to the provisions of 55 1040.53 
and 1040.54, the minimum price per hun¬ 
dredweight to be paid by each handler. 
f.o.b. his plant, for milk of 3.5 percent 
butterfat content received from produc¬ 
ers or from a cooperative association 
during the month which is classified as 
Class I milk shall be as follows: 

(a) To the basic formula price for the 
preceding month add $1.40 and add or 
subtract a “supply-demand adjustment" 
of not more than 45 cents computed pur¬ 
suant to paragraph <b> of this section. 

(b) A "supply-demand adjustment" 
shall be computed for the month as 
follows: 

(1) Divide the total pounds of pro¬ 
ducer milk for the second and third 
months next preceding by the total 
pounds of Class I milk for the same 
months, multiply the result by 100 and 
round to the nearest whole number. 
Such receipts and utilization data for 
months prior to the effective date of this 
part to be used for such computation 
shall be those established for handlers 
and pool plants pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the prior 8ouLhem Michigan 
and Muskegon orders. The result shall 
be known as the "current utilization 
percentage.'* 

(2) Multiply by $0.03 the number of 
percentage points that the "current uti¬ 
lization percentage" is above (add) or 
below r (subtract) the applicable stand¬ 
ard utilization percentage listed below: 


Month tor 
which prfcrlnjt i» 
beta* corapafol 



Praordlns months tn 
in ooanpu Utkin 


MM 

11 HU I Ml— 


October, November,.. 
November, December 
December, January... 

JArmory. February_ 

February. March. 

March. April- 

asfe== 

Jaw, July--._ 

July, Amust.__ 

Aurusl. fccplrrutx*.... 
September, October... 


w 

us 

1*4 

J32 

13J 

Ut 

141 

147 

143 

1JW 

m 

133 


§ 1010.32 Gam II milk price. 

The minimum price per hundredweight 

to be paid by each handler, f.o.b. his 

plant, for milk of 3.5 percent butterfat 

content received from producers or from 

a cooperative association during the 

month which Is classified as Class n milk 

shall be the basic formula price for the 


There shall be added to or subtracted 
from, the price of milk for each class as 
computed pursuant to 65 1040.51 and 
1040-52. for each one-tenth of 1 percent 
that the average butterfat test of the 
milk in each class above or below 3.5 per¬ 
cent, as the case may be. an amount 
equal to the average Chicago butter price 
for the month as described in 5 1040.50 
multiplied by 0.113 and the result round¬ 
ed to the nearest one-tenth of a cent. 

§ 1010.54 Location odjuMmcni* to han¬ 
dler*. 

(a) For producer milk received at a 
pool plant and classified as Class l milk 
without movement to another pool plant 
and for other source milk for which a 
location adjustment is applicable, the 
price computed pursuant to 6 1040.51 
shall be reduced pursuant to subpara¬ 
graph <I) or <2> of this section on the 
basis of the applicable rate per hundred¬ 
weight for the location of such plant. 

(1) Zone rates. For a plant located 
within the following described terri¬ 
tory. the applicable zone rates shall be 
as follows: 


Michigan Counties 
Zone I—No adjustment: 

Genesee. 

Oakland. 

Macomb. 

Wayne. 

Monroe. 

St. Clair (except Berlin, Riley, Mussey, Em¬ 
mett, Lynn, Brockway. Greenwood. Grant, 
and BurtchvUIe townships). 

Washtenaw (except Manchester. Bridgewater, 
Sharon, Freedom, Sylvan, Lima, Lyndon, 
and Dexter townships). 

Saginaw (except Joneefteid, Richland, Lake- 
Held, Fremont, Marlon, Brant, Chapin. 
Brady. Chesanlng. and Mnpte Grove town¬ 
ships). 

Bay (except Olbson. Me. Forest. Pinconning, 
Oarfleld, and Fraser townships). 

Zone n —3 centai 

Ingham. 

Livings ton. 

Jackson. 

Lenawee. 

Lnpeer. 

Waalstcnaw (an the townships excluded from 
Zone I). 

St. Clair <aU the townships excluded from 
Zonal). 

Sanilac (except Grecnlcaf. Austin. Mlnden. 
Delaware. Evergreen. Argyle. WheallAnd, 
Marion. Forester. Laxnotte, Moore. Custer, 
and Bridgehaxnpton townships). 
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Tuscola (except Denmark, Juniata, Indian- 
fields. Well*, Kingston, O Ilford. FalrgTovc. 
Aimer, Ellington, Novesta, W loner, Akron. 
Columbia. Elmwood, and Elkl&nd town¬ 
ships). • 

Zone TO—6 cents: 

Huron. 

Sanilac (all the townships excluded from 
Zone II). 

Tuscola (all the townships excluded from 
Zone II). 

Arenac 

Bay (all the townships excluded from Zone 

I). 

Gladwin. 

Midland. 

Isabella 

Montcalm (except Reynolds. Winfield, Cato. 
Belvldere, Pierson. Maple Valley, Pine, 
Douglass, Montcalm. 6idney. Eureka, and 
Palrplaln townships). 

Gratiot. 

Saginaw (all the townships excluded from 
Zone I). 

Clinton. 

Shiawassee. 

Ionia (except Otlsco. Orleans. Keene, Easton. 
Boston. Berlin. Campbell, and Odessa town¬ 
ships). 

Eaton. 

Calhoun (except Bedford. Pennfleld. Battle 
Creek. Emmet. LeRoy, Newton, Athens, and 
Burlington townships). 

Branch (except Sherwood. Union. Matteson, 
Batavia. Bronson, Bethel. Noble, and 
Ollead townships), 

Hinsdale. 


(b) For fluid milk products trans¬ 
ferred in bulk from a pool plant to a 
pool plant described in 5 1040.16(a), the 
operator of the transferee plant shall 
receive credit at the applicable zone or 
mileage rate, based on the location of 
the transferor plant. The total volume 
on which such credit Is computed shall 
be limited to the amount by which 108 
percent of Class I disposition at the 
transferee plant is in excess of the sum of 
receipts at such plant (1) from produc¬ 
ers. (2) from cooperative associations 
pursuant to § 1040.7(0, and (3) from 
other order plants and unregulated sup¬ 
ply plants which are assigned in Class I, 
such assignment of receipts from the 
transferor plant to be pro rata to re¬ 
ceipts of fluid milk products from all 
transferor pool plants. 

§ 1010.55 Isc of equivalent price*. 

If for any reason a price quotation re¬ 
quired by this part for computing class 
prices or for any other purpose is not 
available in the manner described, the 
market administrator shall use a price 
determined by the Secretary to be equiv¬ 
alent to the price which Is required. 

Deterhination or Uniform Prices to 
Producers 

§ 1010.60 Computation of the net pool 
obligation of each pool handler. 


paragraph (a) of this section is less thin 
3.5 percent, or subtracting u the 
weighted average butterfat test of such 
milk is more than 3.5 percent, an amount 
computed by multiplying the toui 
pounds of butterfat represented by thr 
difference of such average butter fat leu 
from 3.5 percent by the butterfat differ¬ 
ential provided In 4 1040.82 multiplied by 
10; 

(c) Adding the aggregate of the values 
of the applicable location adjustment! 
pursuant to 1 1040.81 (a Ml) ; and 

<d) Adding not less than one-half cd 
the unobligated balance in the producer- 
equalization fund. 

§ 1010.62 Computation of uniform 
price. 

For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall compute a uniform price u 
follows: 

(a) Divide the aggregate value com¬ 
puted pursuant to 1 1040.61 by the sum 
of the following: 

(1) The total hundredweight of pro¬ 
ducer milk; and 

(2) The total hundredweight for 
which a value Is computed pursuant to 
§ 1040.60(e); and 

(b) Subtract not less than 6 nor more 
than 7 cents from the price computed 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of thk 
section. 


Zone IV—7 cent*: 

St. Joseph. 

Branch (all the townahlpa excluded from 
Zone III). 

Calhoun (all the townships excluded from 
Zone III). 

Kalamazoo. 

Barry. 

Ionia (all the townships excluded from Zone 
TO). 

Kent. 

Montcalm (all the townships excluded from 
Zone TO). 

Mecosta. 

Zone V—8 cents: 


Berrien. 

Lake. 

Cut. 

Osceola. 

Van Burcn. 

Clare. 

Allegan. 

Missaukee, 

Ottawa. 

Roscommon. 

Muskegon. 

Ogemaw. 

Newaygo. 

Iosco. 

Zone VI—12 cents: 

Alcona. 

Wexford. 

Oscoda. 

Manistee. 

Crawford. 

Mason. 

Kalkaska. 

Oceana. 

Qrand Traverse, 

Zone VII—15 cents: 

Alpena. 

Benzie. 

Montmorency. 

Charlevoix. 

Otsego. 

Emmet. 

Antrim. 

Cheboygan. 

Leelanau. 

Presque Isle. 

(2) Mileage rate. 

For any plant at a 


location outside the territory specified 
in the preceding paragraph (a)(1), the 
applicable adjustment rate per hundred¬ 
weight shall be based on the shortest 
highway distance between the plant and 
the nearest point in such territory as 
determined by the market administrator, 
and shall be the amount of the zone dif¬ 
ferential applicable at such point plus 
one cent for each 10 miles or fraction 
thereof from such point. 


The net pool obligation of each pool 
handler during each month shall be a 
sum of money computed by the market 
administrator as follows: 

(a) Multiply the quantity of milk in 
each class, as computed pursuant to 
4 1040.46(c), by the applicable class 
prices; 

<b) Add the amount obtained from 
multiplying the overage deducted from 
each class pursuant to § 1040.46(a) (10) 
and the corresponding step of $ 1040.46 

(b) by the applicable class prices; 

(c) Add the amount obtained from 
multiplying the difference between the 
Class n price for the preceding month 
and the Class I price for the current 
month by the hundredweight of skim 
milk and butterfat subtracted from Class 
I pursuant to 5 1040.46(a) (5) and the 
corresponding step of 4 1040.46(b); 

(d> Add an amount equal to the dif¬ 
ference between the Class I and Class n 
price values at the pool plant of the skim 
milk and butterfat subtracted from 
Class I pursuant to 4 1040.46(a) (3) and 
the corresponding step of 4 1040.46(b); 
and 

(e) Add the value at the Class I price, 
adjusted for location of the nonpool 
plant <») from which an equivalent vol¬ 
ume was received, of the skim milk and 
butterfat subtracted from Class I pur¬ 
suant to 4 1040.46(a) <7> and the corre¬ 
sponding step of 4 1040.46(b). 

§ 1010.61 Compulation of the 3.5 per¬ 
cent value of all milk. 

For each month the market adminis¬ 
trator shall compute the 3.5 percent 
value of all milk by: 

(a) Combining into one total the In¬ 
dividual valuer of milk of all handlers 
computed pursuant to 4 1040.60; 

<b) Adding if the weighted average 
butterfat test of all milk represented in 


§ 10*10,63 Adjusted uniform price. 

For the purpose of payments pursuant 
to 4 1040.70(c) the uniform price com¬ 
puted pursuant to 4 1040.62 shill be 
adjusted by deducting therefrom 25 per¬ 
cent of the difference between the urn- 
form price and the excess milk price, 
rounded to the nearest cent. 


§ 1040.64 Exccm milk prirc. 

For each month, the excess price dull 
be the price of Class II utilization, de¬ 
termined pursuant to 4 1040.52, rounded 
to the nearest cent. 


§ 1010.65 Computation uf uniform 
price for bate milk. 

(ft) Multiply the total pounds of cxce» 
milk for the month by the excess mas 
price; 

(b) Multiply the total amount of mm 
to be paid for at the uniform pfto* 
suant to 4 1040.70 (d) and <f> to wr 
uniform price for the month: 

(c) Multiply the total amount of 

to be paid for at the adjusted unifm® 
price pursuant to 9 1040.70(0 to? 
adjusted uniform price for the mo • 
<d) Subtract the total values a 
at in paragraphs (a). <b). «» {c 
this section and 9 1040.84(b) (3) 
the total 3.5 percent value of all producer 
milk arrived at in 4 1040.61 : 

<e> Divide the resultant value to * 
total hundredweight of base mu*. . 

(f) Subtract not less than 6 cet» 
more than 7 cents. Tbc 
dredwelght price shall be the \ 
price of base milk of 3.5 percent o 
fat content. 

§ 1010.66 Obligation* a$ h*n& 

ating a partially reeled ***** 
ing plant, ^ 

Each handler who operates a PJJ' ^ 
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to the market administrator lor the 
producer-equalization fund on or before 
the 25 th days after the end of the month 
either of the amounts (at the handler’s 
election; calculated pursuant to para¬ 
graph ia> or (b> of this section. If the 
handler falls to report pursuant to 
} 1040.30 the information necessary to 
compute the amount specified In para¬ 
graph (a • of this section, he shall pay 
the amount computed pursuant to para¬ 
graph <b' of this section: 

(n> An amount computed as follows: 

(DO) The obligation that would have 
been computed pursuant to 5 1040.60 at 
such plant hall be determined as though 
such plant were a pool plant. For pur¬ 
poses of &uch computation, receipts at 
iueh nonpool plant from a pool plant or 
an other order plant shall be assigned to 
the utilization at which classified at the 
pool plant or other order plant and 
tnnsferx from such nonpool plant to a 
pool plant or an other order plant shall 
be classified as Class If milk If allocated 
to such class at the pool plant or other 
order plant and be valued at the uniform 
price of the respective order If so allo¬ 
cated to Class I milk. There shall be 
Included In the obligation so computed a 
charge In the amount specified in § 1040.- 
M<c> and a credit in the amount speci¬ 
fied in f 1040.84(b) <2.) with respect to 
receipts from an unregulated supply 
plant, unless an obligation with respect 
to such plant is computed as specified 
below in this subparagraph. 

<U) If the operator of the partially 
regulated distributing plant so requests, 
and provides with his report pursuant 
to 1 1040.30 similar reports with respect 
to the operations of any other nonpool 
plant which serves os a supply plant for 
such p&rtndly regulated distributing 
plant by shipments to such plant during 
the month equivalent to the require¬ 
ments of 5 1040.16(b). with agreement 
of the operator of such plant that the 
market administrator may examine the 
woks and records of such plant for pur¬ 
poses of verification of such reports, 
there will be added the amount of the 
obligation computed at such nonpool 
WW plant in the same manner and 
•uoject to the same conditions as for 
regulated distributing plant. 

(3) Worn ***** obligation there will be 
deducted the sum of (1) the gross pay- 
ments made by such handler for milk re- 
etived during the month from dairy 
m 5?'"f 8 ** aucl1 Plant and like payments 
i operator of a supply plant is) 
tided in the computations pursuant 
w subparagraph d; of this paragraph 

ZJt!LS^ omi of mlk equivalent to that 
received from such supply plant, and <U> 

■^ payment to the producer-settlement 
Pbnt u a , n ° ther order un der which such 
uun« vhinT * partijllly rfV «^ed distrib- 

u! amount computed as follows: 
of fdctm 1 t* 10 re8 Pective amounts 
butterfat disposed of 
1 mk ° n roules 111 thc mark ct- 

under^mn <cxcopt deducted 

order\ a , ^ P rov ^on of another 
reSciS*? Pursuant to the act) thc 
r of sklln mllk and 

^4- ^^5 8C,assImllkw ihe 

No, 1 


distributing plant 


from pool plants and other order plants; 

(3) Combine the amounts of skim 
milk and butterfat remaining Into one 
total and determine the weighted aver¬ 
age butterfat content: and 

(4) From the value of such milk at 
thc Class I price applicable at the loca¬ 
tion of the nonpool plant, subtract Its 
value at the uniform price pursuant to 
§ 1040 62 at the same location or at the 
Class II price, whichever is higher. 

§ 1040.67 Noli fir at ion. 

On or before the 12th day after the 
end of each month the market admin¬ 
istrator shall notify each handler of: 

<a) The amounts and values of his 
milk in each class and the total of such 
amounts and values; 

<b) The base of any producer deliv¬ 
ering milk to thc handler which was not 
used in making payments for the previ¬ 
ous month; 

(c) The amount due such handler 
from the producer-equalization fund or 
the amount to be paid by such handler 
to the producer-equalization fund, as 
the case may be; and 

(d) The totals of the minimum 
amounts to be paid by such handler pur¬ 
suant to 55 1040.80, 1040.84, 1040.86, 
1040.87. and 1040.88. 

Bask Rux.es 

§ 1010.70 Determination of banr. 

(a) A producer who delivered milk on 
at least 122 days during the period Au¬ 
gust 1 through December 31, inclusive, 
of any year shall have a base computed 
by the market administrator to be ap¬ 
plicable, subject to 5 1040.72. for the 12- 
month period beginning the following 
February 1. equal to his daily average 
milk delivers from the date on which 
milk was first delivered in thc period to 
thc end of such August 1-December 31 
period: Provided. That a producer who 
had a base on December 1 and whose 
average of daily deliveries for the Au¬ 
gust 1-December 31 period Is less than 
such base shall have a base computed 
by subtracting from his previous base 
any amount by which 00 percent of his 
previous base exceeds such average of 
daily deliveries; 

lb) A producer with an established 
base who does not forfeit his base pur¬ 
suant to 5 1040.71(c) but who fails to 
deliver milk on at least 122 days of the 
August 1 through December 31 period 
shall have his base for the 12 months 
beginning the following February 1 com¬ 
puted by dividing the total pounds 
shipped during the period by 122; 

(O Except as provided in paragraphs 
(d), <e>, and (f) of this section a pro¬ 
ducer who has no base shall be paid 
until February 1 following the Augustr- 
Dccembcr period within which he estab¬ 
lishes a base pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of Uiis section at thc adjusted uniform 
price computed pursuant to 5 1040.63; 

(d) Whenever total receipts of pro¬ 
ducer milk by all handlers during thc 
month are less than 112.5 percent of the 
total Class I utilization of all milk by 
handlers during such month, all pro¬ 
ducers and cooperative associations shall 
be paid the uniform price for all milk 
delivered; 


ie) When a plant first becomes a pool 
plant pursuant to 5 1040.16(a) bases for 
producers delivering to such plant may 
be established on the basis of deliveries 
of milk to such plant for thc preceding 
August-December period certified by 
submission of delivery receipts or other 
evidence satisfactory to the market ad¬ 
ministrator, except the base of a pro¬ 
ducer applicable pursuant to part 1042 
in thc month immediately preceding the 
effective date of this paragraph shall bo 
his base pursuant to this section through 
January 1. 1966; and 

(f) Producers without an established 
base who are delivering milk to plants 
during the month that such plants first 
become pool plants os a result of re¬ 
definition of the marketing area may 
elect to be paid until February 1, follow¬ 
ing the first August 1-December 31 
period after such redefinition of thc 
marketing area, at the uniform price 
computed pursuant to 5 1040.62. 
g 1040.71 Application of ba«e». 

(a) A base shall apply to deliveries of 
milk by the producer for whose account 
milk was delivered during thc base 
period, and upon death may be trans¬ 
ferred to a member or members of the 
deceased producer's immediate family; 

(b> Bases may be transferred under 
the following conditions upon written 
notice by the holder of the base to the 
market administrator on or before the 
last day of the month that such base is 
to be transferred; 

(15 Upon retirement or entry into 
military service of a producer, the entire 
base may be transferred to a member or 
members of his immediate family; 

(2) Bases may be held Jointly and if 
such joint holding Is terminated the base 
may be divided among the joint holders 
as specified in writing to the market 
administrator; and 

(3) Two or more producers with bases 
may combine those bases upon the for¬ 
mation of a bona fide partnership; and 

(c) A producer who does not deliver 
milk to any handler for 45 consecutive 
days shall forfeit his base except that 
the following producers may retain their 
bases without loss for 12 months: 

(1) A producer who suffers the com¬ 
plete loss of his barn as a result of fire 
or windstorm: or 

(2) A producer for whom loss of 50 
percent or more of the milk herd from 
brucellosis or bovine tuberculosis, is 
shown by evidence issued under 8tate or 
Federal authority. 

g 1040.72 Itrlinquiftliing a ba»e. 

A producer with a base, by notifying 
thc market administrator that he relin¬ 
quishes such base, may be paid pursuant 
to thc provisions of 5 1040.70(c) appli¬ 
cable to a producer without a base be¬ 
ginning with the first day of the month 
in which such notification is received by 
the market administrator. 

Payments for Milk 

§ 1040.80 Tiro** and method of payment 
to producer*. 

(a) Except as provided by paragraph 
(b > of this section, on or before the 15th 
day of each month, each handler (ex¬ 
cept a cooperative association) shall pay 
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each producer for milk received from 
him during the preceding month, not less 
than an amount of money computed by 
multiplying the total pounds of such 
milk by the applicable uniform prices 
computed pursuant to §| 1040.62.1040.63. 
1040.64, or 1040.65 adjusted by the loca¬ 
tion and butterfat differentials pursuant 
to 84 1040.81 and 1040.82 less the pay¬ 
ment made pursuant to paragraph <d> 
of this section and any proper deduc¬ 
tions authorized by the producer. If by 
such date such handler has not received 
full payment for such month pursuant 
to § 1040.85 he may reduce such pay¬ 
ments uniformly per hundredweight for 
all producers, by an amount not in ex¬ 
cess of the per hundredweight reduction 
in payment from the market adminis¬ 
trator; however, the handler shall make 
such balance of payment to those pro¬ 
ducers to whom it Is due on or before the 
date for making payments pursuant to 
this paragraph next following that on 
which such balance of payment is re¬ 
ceived from the market administrator; 

<b) Upon receipt of a written request 
from a cooperative association which the 
Secretary determines is authorized by its 
members to collect payment for their 
milk and receipt of a written promise to 
reimburse the handler the amount of any 
actual loss incurred by him because of 
any Improper claim on the part of the 
association, each handier shall pay to the 
cooperative association on or before the 
second day prior to the end of the 
month an amount equal to the payments 
authorized pursuant to paragraph (d> 
of this section, and on or before the 13th 
day of each month. In lieu of payments 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion. an amount equal to the gross sum 
due for all such milk received from cer¬ 
tified members, less amounts owing by 
each member-producer to the handler 
for supplies purchased from him on prior 
written order or as evidenced by a de¬ 
livery ticket signed by the producer. 

(1) Each handler shall submit to the 
cooperative association written informa¬ 
tion on or before the sixth working day 
of each month which shows for each such 
member-producer: 

(i) The total pounds of milk received 
from him during the preceding month; 

(ii) The total pounds of butterfat con¬ 
tained in such milk: 

(Hi) The number of days on which 
milk was received: and 

(iv) The amounts withheld by the 
handler in payment for supplies sold. 

(3) A copy of each such request, prom¬ 
ise to reimburse and certified list of 
members shall be filed simultaneously 
with the market administrator by the as¬ 
sociation and shall be subject to verifica¬ 
tion at his discretion, through audit of 
the records of the cooperative associa¬ 
tion pertaining thereto. Exceptions, if 
any, to the accuracy of such certification 
by a producer claimed to be a member, or 
by a handler shall be made by written 
notice to the market administrator' and 
shall be subject to his determination; 

(3) The foregoing payment and the 
submission of information pursuant to 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph, 
shall be made with respect to milk of 


each producer whom the cooperative as¬ 
sociation certifies is a member, which is 
received on and after the first day of the 
month next following receipt of such cer¬ 
tification through the last day of the 
month next preceding receipt of notice 
from the cooperative association of a 
termination of membership or until the 
original request Is rescinded in writing 
by the association. 

(c) On or before the 13th day after the 
end of each month, each handler shall 
pay a cooperative association, which is a 
handler w ith respect to milk received by 
him from a pool plant operated by such 
cooperative association, or by bulk tank 
delivery pursuant to f 1040.7(c), not less 
than an amount computed by multiply¬ 
ing the uniform price for base milk sub¬ 
ject to the location adjustment, if any, 
applicable at the transferee plant as 
provided by 4 1040.81 and the butterfat 
differential provided by § 1040.82, by the 
total hundredweight of milk received by 
such handler from the cooperative asso¬ 
ciation. 

<d> On or before the last day of each 
month for producer milk received during 
the first 15 days of the month at not less 
than the Class II milk price for the pre¬ 
ceding month. 

g 1040.81 Locution diffrrentuiU to pro¬ 
ducer* and on nonpool milk. 

(a) Subject to the conditions of para¬ 
graph Cb> of this section. In making pay¬ 
ments to producers or cooperative asso¬ 
ciations pursuant to 1 1040.80 each 
handler: 

(1) May deduct for base milk and milk 
to be paid for at the uniform price or 
adjusted uniform price the rate per 
hundredweight applicable pursuant to 
8 1040.54(a) (1) or (2) for the location 
of the plant at which the milk was first 
physically received; 

(2) 8hall add not less than 4 cents per 
hundredweight with respect to milk re¬ 
ceived from producers and cooperative 
associations pursuant to 4 1040.7(c) at 
a pool plant located within the townships 
of Royal Oak and Southfield and Oak¬ 
land County and In those portions of 
Wayne County other than the townships 
of NorthvlUe, Plymouth, Canton, Van 
Buren. Sumpter, Uvona, Nankin, Romu¬ 
lus, Huron, Taylor. Brownstown, Mon- 
guagon. and Orosse Isle, all in the State 
of Michigan. 

(b) When milk of an individual pro¬ 
ducer is physically received at more than 
one location (including any nonpool 
plant) during the month, the location 
differential rate shall be the weighted 
average < rounded to the nearest one-half 
cent) of the amounts computed for the 
respective locations, except that if 65 
percent or more of such producer’s milk 
is delivered to a plant or plants at which 
the same rate is applicable, such rate 
shall be applicable to all deliveries of 
such producer during the month regard¬ 
less of point of delivery. 

(c> For purposes of computation pur¬ 
suant to I 1040.84 and 4 1040.85. the uni¬ 
form price shall be adjusted at the rates 
set forth in 4 1040.54 applicable at the 
location of the nonpool plant from which 
the other source milk was received. 


§ 1010.82 Producer hut trrf.it diffam. 

lUl. 

In making payments pursuant to 
4 1040.80, the base price and excess price 
or the uniform prices shall be Increased 
or decreased for each one-tenth of l 
percent of butterfat content that the 
milk received from each producer or a 
cooperative association Is above or be- 
low 3.5 percent, as the case may be, by 
the butterfat differential computed uc- 
der 4 1040.53 rounded to the nearest one- 
half cent. 


§ 1010413 Prod ucer-cqualiui lion fund. 

The market administrator *hnll estab¬ 
lish and maintain a separate fund, 
known as the "producer-equalization 
fund" into which he shall deposit all 
payments received pursuant to gg 1040.66 
and 1040.84 and out of which be shill 
make all payments pursuant to 8 1040.85. 


§ 1040.8-1 Payments to the producer* 
cquslijuition fund. 


On or before the 13th day after the 
end of the month each handler shall pay 
to the market administrator the amount, 
if any, by which the total amount* speci¬ 
fied in paragraph (a) of this section ex¬ 
ceed the amounts specified in paragraph 
(b) of this section; 

<a> The sum of: 

(1) The net pool obligation computed 
pursuant to 4 1040.60 for such handler; 
and 

(2) In the case of a cooperative asso¬ 
ciation which is a handler, the value, at 
the uniform price for base mil):, of mill 
delivered to other handlers pursuant to 
4 1040.44(b). 

(b> The sum of: 

(1) The value of such handler’5 pro¬ 
ducer milk as specified in 8 104080, ex¬ 
cluding any applicable location differ¬ 
ential pursuant to 8 104081 (a)(2); and 

(2) The value at the uniform price's) 
applicable at the location of the plant*!' 
from which received (not to be less tew 
the value at the Class n price* with re¬ 
spect to other source milk for wWcii» 
value is computed pursuant to 8 1040 .WJ 
(e). 


§ 1040.85 Payment* frum tlir produf^ 
c<|uali/.ilion fund. 

On or before the 14th day after th? 
end of each month the market £ 
trator shall pny to each h and3cI \^r 
amount, if any. by which R mou» 
computed pursuant to 4 1040.84(b) 
ceoda the amount computed 
! 1040.84(a). The market adminlstrsw 
shall offset any payment due any r ' 
dler against payments due from t *L 
handler. If the balance in the P™ 
equalization fund Is insufficient to ^ 
all payments to all handlers PU r5 ?**' 
this paragraph, the market aclmi ” 
tor shall reduce uniformly suen i P* 
ments and shall complete such PajJV^ 
as soon as the necessary funds 
available. 

§1010.86 of admini#** 1 "* 

As his pro rata share of th f 
of administration of the order. 
dler shall pay to the market 
1nr on or before the 13th day ^* k 
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end of the month 2 cents per hundred¬ 
th!. or 5uch lesser amount as the Sec¬ 
retary may prescribe, with respect to: 

u) Producer milk (including milk of 
«Kh handler’s own production); 

(b) Other source milk allocated to 
Class I pursuant to 8 1040.46(a) (3) and 
i 71 and the corresponding steps of 
1 1040.46(b); and 

rc> Class I milk disposed of in the mar¬ 
keting area from partially regulated dis¬ 
tributing plants that exceeds the hun¬ 
dredweight of Class I milk received dur¬ 
ing the month at such plant from pool 
plants and other order plants. 


{ 10*10.87 Marketing M*rvim. 


<«> Except as set forth In paragraph 
<b) ofthl r . section, each handler, in mak¬ 
ing payments pursuant to $ 1040.80(a) 
for milk received from each producer (in¬ 
cluding milk of such handler’s own pro¬ 
duction) at a plant not operated by a 
cooperative association of which such 
producer is a member, shall deduct 5 
centsper hundredweight, or such amount 
not exceeding 5 cents per hundredweight 
at the Secretary may prescribe, and. on 
or before the 13th day after the end of 
each month, shall pay such deductions 
to the market administrator. Such 
moneys shall be used by the market ad¬ 
ministrator to verify weights, samples, 
snd tests of milk received from producers 
and to provide producers with market in¬ 
formation. such services to be performed 
by the market administrator or by an 
agent engaged by and responsible to him; 

<b) In the case of producers whose 
milk is received at a plant not operated 
by a cooperative association of which 
such producers are members, for which 
Payment is not made pursuant to 
1 1040.80 <b» or (c). and for whom a 
cooperati’.r association is actually per¬ 
forming the services described In para¬ 
graph (a) of this section, as determined 
0y the Secretary, each handler shall 
make, in lieu of the deductions specified 
in paragraph (a) of this section, such 
^auctions from payments required pur- 
™nt to ) 1040.80 as may be authorized 
oy such producers, and pay such deduc- 
““ ? n ° r ^fore the 13th day after the 
of the month to the cooperative as- 
wemuon rendering such services of 
wmch such producers are members. 


§ 1010.88 Niljii'tment or account* 

^Whenever audit by the market ad 
wator of any handler's reports, b 
J!??? 5 ; accoun t* discloses ad 
ttsui? v? ** made * for any rca *° n . * 

moneys due: 

«,|2£.— ******* 

•oc^atiTn f Uy produc «*' or cooperativ 
S!?? ,rom such handler, the ra 

hand','-'rf t ° r sha11 prompt 'y notify 
p.yjj,. , 'f. any , such amount due. 

be^?L lher ?°i 5ha11 bc mttde c 

«l forth t??* datc for maWng pay 
the prov *»iona under v 
SvJ[!° r ^ ur r«l. following the 

y ailer such notice 

»‘ b «>.80 Ov . rd „, arrtKinl .. 

of the °H llR , aUon of a h* 11411 

“tarket administrator pursue 


55 1040.84. 1040 85. 1040.86. 1040.87. and 
1040.88 shall be increased one-half of 1 
percent on the first day of the month 
next following the due date of such obli¬ 
gation and on the first day of each month 
thereafter until such obligation Is paid. 

Application or Provisions 
§ 1010.90 Handler exemption. 

A handler who operates a plant, other 
than a plant described in 8 1040.16(b). 
located outside the marketing area from 
which fluid milk products are disposed 
of within the marketing area on a 
route is) but from which the disposition 
of fluid milk products on all routes oper¬ 
ated wholly or partly within the market¬ 
ing area averages less than 600 pounds 
per day for the month, and from which 
no milk is transferred to other handlers, 
shall be exempt for such month from all 
provisions of this part except 88 1040.31. 
1040.32, and 1040.33, 

§ 1010.91 Handler* subject lo oilier 
Federal order*. 

A handler who operates a plant at 
which during the month milk is fully 
subject to the classification, pricing, and 
payment provisions of another market¬ 
ing agreement or order issued pursuant 
to the act and the disposition of fluid 
milk products in the other Federal mar¬ 
keting area exceeds that in the South¬ 
ern Michigan marketing area shall be 
exempt for such month from all provi¬ 
sions of this part except 88 1040.31. 1040.- 
32. and 1040.33. 

§ 1010.92 Producer-hnndler exemption. 

A producer-handler shall be exempt 
from all provisions of this part except 
88 1040.31.1040.32. and 1040.33. 

§ 1010.93 Special reporting date*. 

When a holiday prevents normal busi¬ 
ness activities on any day except Sun¬ 
day during the first 15 days of the month, 
those of the dates specified in 88 1040.27 
(k) (2). 1040,30. 1040.31(b), 1040.66. 

1040.80, 1040.84. 1040.85, 1040.86, and 
1040.87 which follows such holiday shall 
be postponed by the number of days lost 
as a result of such holiday. 

Effective Time. Suspension or 
Termination 

g 10*10.100 Termination of obligation*. 

(a) The obligation of any handler to 
pay money required to be paid under the 
terms of this part shall, except as pro¬ 
vided in paragraphs (b) and (c) of this 
section, terminate 2 years after the last 
day of the month during which the mar¬ 
ket administrator receives the handler’s 
report of utilization of the milk involved 
in such obligation, unless within such 2- 
year period the market administrator 
notifies the handler in writing that such 
money is due and payable. Service of 
such notice shall be complete upon mail¬ 
ing to the handler’s last known address, 
and it shall contain, but need not be 
limited to the following Information: 

(D The amount of the obligation; 

(2) The month(8) during which the 
milk, with respect to which the obliga¬ 
tion exists, was received or handled; and 

(3) If the obligation is payable to one 
or more producers or to a cooperative 
association, the name of such producers 


or association, or if the obligation is pay¬ 
able to the market administrator, the ac¬ 
count for which It is to be paid; 

(b) If a handier falls or refuses, with 
respect to any obligation under this part, 
to make available to the market admin¬ 
istrator or his representatives all books 
or records required by this order to be 
made available, the market administra¬ 
tor may. within the 2-ycar period pro¬ 
vided for in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion, notify the handier in writing of 
such failure or refusal. If the market 
administrator so notifies a handler, the 
said 2-year period with respect to such 
obligation shall not begin to run until 
the first day of the month following the 
month during which such books and 
records pertaining to such obligation are 
made available to the market adminis¬ 
trator or his representatives; 

(c> Notwithstanding the provisions of 
paragraphs <ai and <b) of this section, 
a handler's obligation under this part to 
pay money shall not be terminated with 
respect to any transaction involving 
fraud or willful concealment of a fact, 
material to the obligation, on the part 
of the handler against whom the obli¬ 
gation is sought to be imposed; and 

(d) Any obligation on the part of the 
market administrator to pay a handler 
any money which such handler claims to 
be due him under the terms of this part 
shall terminate 2 years after the end of 
the month during which the milk In¬ 
volved in the claim was received if an 
underpayment is claimed, or 2 years after 
the end of the month during which the 
payment (including deduction or setoff 
by the market administrator) was made 
by the handler if a refund on such pay¬ 
ment Is claimed, unless such handler, 
within the applicable period of time, 
files, pursuant to section 8c(15)(A> of 
the Act. a petition claiming such money. 

§ 1040.101 Effective time. 

The provisions of this part, or of any 
amendment hereto, shall become effec¬ 
tive at such time as the Secretary may 
declare and shall continue in force until 
suspended or terminated. 

§ 1040.102 Su»pen»ion or termination. 

The Secretary shall, whenever he finds 
that this part, or any provision thereof, 
obstructs or does not tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act, terminate 
or suspend the operation of this part or 
any such provision thereof. 

§ 1010.103 Continuing obligation*. 

If. upon the suspension or termination 
of any or all provisions of this part, there 
arc any obligations thereunder the final 
accrual or ascertainment of which re¬ 
quires further acts by any person (in¬ 
cluding the market administrator), such 
further acts shall be performed notwith¬ 
standing such suspension or termination. 

§ 1040.104 Liquidation. 

Under the suspension or termination 
of the provisions of this part, except this 
section, the market administrator, or 
such other liquidating agent as the Sec¬ 
retary may designate, shall, if so directed 
by the Secretary, liquidate the business 
of the market administrator's office, dis¬ 
pose of all property in his possession or 
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control. Including account* receivable, 
and execute and deliver all assignments 
or other instruments necessary or appro¬ 
priate to effectuate any such disposition. 
If a liquidating agent Is so designated, 
all assets, books, and records of the mar¬ 
ket administrator shall be transferred 
promptly to such liquidating agent. If, 
upon such liquidation, the funds on hand 
exceed the amounts required to pay out¬ 
standing obligations of the office of the 
market administrator and to pay neces¬ 
sary expenses of liquidation and distribu¬ 
tion. such excess shall be distributed to 
contributing handlers and producers, in 
an equitable manner. 

Miscellaneous Provisions 

§1010.110 Agent*. 

The Secretary may. by designation in 
writing, name any officer or employee of 
the United States to act as his agent or 
representative In connection with any 
of the provisions of this part. 

§1010.111 Separability of provisions. 

If any provision of this part, or Its 
application to any person or circum¬ 
stances. is held Invalid the application of 
such provisions, and of the remaining 
provisions of this part, to other persons 
or circumstances shall not be affected 
thereby. 

Signed at Washington. D.C.. on April 
27. 1965. 

Clarence H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Regulatory Programs . 

|FR. Doc. 65-4591; Filed. Apr. 30. 1965; 

8:45 ajn.| 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 

C 14 CFR Part 39 1 

(Docket No. 6613| 

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Curtist-Wright Model C-46 Series 
Aircraft 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amending Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations by adding an air¬ 
worthiness directive applicable to Cur¬ 
tiss-Wright Model C-46 Series aircraft 
There have been erroneous indications 
by gear-down latch warning lights on 
Curtiss-Wright Model C-46 Scries air¬ 
craft indicating the landing gear was 
down and locked. Since this condition 
is likely to exist or develop In other 
aircraft of the same type design, the 
proposed AD would require modification 
of the gear position warning light system 
on C-46 aircraft. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
docket number and be submitted in du¬ 
plicate to the Federal Aviation Agency. 
Office of the General Counsel. Attention: 
Rules Docket, 800 Independence Avenue 
SW., Washington, D.C., 20553. All com¬ 
munications received on or before May 
31, 1965, will be considered by the Ad¬ 


ministrator before taking action upon 
the proposed rule. The proposals con¬ 
tained in this notice may be changed in 
the light of comments received. All 
comments will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

This amendment is proposed under the 
authority of sections 313(a), 601 and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(49 U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421, 1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
Is proposed to amend § 39.13 of Part 39 
(14 CFR Part 39). by adding the follow¬ 
ing airworthiness directive: 

Ctrmnss-WiaoHT. Applies to Model C-46 
Series Aircraft. 

Compliance required within the next 300 
houn* time In service After the effective date 
of this AD unless already accomplished. 

To prevent further erroneous Indication 
by the gear position warning light that the 
landing gear Is down and locked, accomplish 
the following: 

Modify the gear position warning light 
system by providing a separate position in¬ 
dication circuit and separate green light or 
other equivalent Indicator for the "‘down 
and locked” position for each at the three 
landing gears In a manner approved by the 
Chief. Engineering and Manufacturing 
Branch. FAA Southern Region. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on April 
27. 1965. 

C. W. Walker. 

Acting Director . 

Flight Standards Service . 

|F.R. Doc. 65-4580: Filed. Apr. 30. 1966; 

8:45 am.) 


[ 14 CFR Part 67 1 

(Docket No. 6614; Notice 65-10J 

SPECIAL ISSUE OF MEDICAL 
CERTIFICATE 

Proposed Special Medical Flight, 
Practical Test or Medical Evaluation 

The Federal Aviation Agency Is con¬ 
sidering amending Part 67 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations to make clear that 
the Federal Air Surgeon has authority to 
decide whether a special medical flight 
or practical test or special medical evalu¬ 
ation should be conducted or the appli¬ 
cant's operational experience considered 
under 5 67.19 and, if so. to prescribe 
which of these procedures should be used, 
in the determination of whether a medi¬ 
cal certificate should be issued to an ap¬ 
plicant who does not meet the applicable 
medical standards of that part. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the 
regulatory docket or notice number and 
be submitted in duplicate to the Federal 
Aviation Agency, Office of the General 
Counsel. Attention: Rules Docket. 800 
Independence Avenue SW^ Washington. 
D.C., 20553. All communications re¬ 
ceived on or before June 30, 1965. will 
be considered by the Administrator be¬ 
fore taking action on the proposed rule. 
The proposal contained in this notice 
may be changed in the light of the com¬ 
ments received. All comments submitted 


will be available, both before and after 
the closing date for common!/., in p* 
Rules Docket for examination by inter¬ 
ested persons. 

Section 29.5 of the Civil Air Refla¬ 
tions. now recodified as | 67.19 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations, received 
its present content by Amendment 294 
effective October 15, 1959. It has bwn 
the Agency's position that the Federal 
Air Surgeon (formerly the Civil Air Sur¬ 
geon) has the authority under this sec¬ 
tion to decide whether a special medical 
flight or practical test or special medical 
evaluation should be conducted or the 
applicant's operational experience con¬ 
sidered and. if so. to prescribe the par¬ 
ticular available procedure that is used 
in the determination of whether an ap¬ 
plicant who does not meet the applicable 
medical standards of Part 67 can never¬ 
theless perform the duties of his airman 
certificate without endangering safety in 
air commerce. However, under the cur¬ 
rent language of the rule, interpretative 
and administrative problems have oc¬ 
curred as to whether, under the regula¬ 
tions. the Federal Air Surgeon has au¬ 
thority In these two respects. 

Situations arise in which the Federal 
Air Burgeon may determine that the ap¬ 
plicant could not satisfactorily show, by 
any of the available special procedure*, 
ability to perform the duties of an air¬ 
man certificate without endangering 
safety In air commerce. Examples are 
situations in which there is leukemia or 
disseminated cancer. In such a case, 
resort to any of these procedures would 
not be purposeful, and the Federal Air 
Surgeon should have authority under 
$ 67.19 to refuse their use. 

Where the Federal Air Survicon d<xa 
prescribe special medical flight or prac¬ 
tical testing or special medical evaluation 
under § 67.19, the selection of the par¬ 
ticular procedure to be used, of tho« 
named, essentially is an element of lb* 
medical determination by the Federal Air 
Burgeon whether the applicant can prop¬ 
erly exercise the privileges of his airmax* 
certificate despite his physical deflden^ 
This selection should repose, not in iw 
applicant, but in the Federal Air Surgeon 
because of his special qualifications w® 
the facilities available to him to > otoiR 
and assess medical information about 
applicant’s total medical status. 

In some situations a special mcdfca 
flight or practical test, alone or m in¬ 
junction wtih operational expenw* 
permits a useful demonstration of 

the applicant 1s capable of doing 
pilot despite his physical deflc ~°r 
Thus, a flight test would be 
for example, for an airman with 
amputated leg. A practical tert 
appropriate for an airman with * . 

defect for which compensation can 

demonstrated in a parked aircraft as*** 
as in flight. . _ 

In other situations, howeverjor & 
ample one involving blood 
excess of that permitted by the sppU** 
medical standard of Part 67, the r 
Air Surgeon may consider that 
of these tests will reliably demons^ 
the applicant’s capability. Io 
a special medical evaluation is 
ate, alone or In conjunction wit ^ 
tional experience. Similarly, the 
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Kit Surf eon In some Instances has con- 
sidmd that a proper appraisal required 
«special medical evaluation in the form 
of an ophthalmological examination, and 
cot a flight or practical test. In order to 
ftflrm or disaffirm his measurement of 
the extent of the defect in distant vistuU 
acuity, and to ascertain whether there is 
pathology of the eyes not evident from 
live routine examination. 

The proposed amendment would clar¬ 
ify paragraph fa) of I 67.19 to assure 
that the Federal Air Surgeon has the 
lutbority to exercise the Indicated dis¬ 
cretion. 

Paragraph fn> of I 67.19 currently re¬ 
fen to special practical testing, flight 
letting, “or as otherwise required." as 
the available procedures fin addition to 
operational experience) for the deter¬ 
mination of whether a medical certificate 
may be specially Issued under that sec¬ 
tion. The term “special medical evalua¬ 
tion’' would be substituted for the phrase 
“ai otherwise required" by the proposed 
amendment, to clarify the contextual 
meaning Intended. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend paragraph (a) of 
I 47.19 of Part 67 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations to read as follows: 

(67.19 Special i*>ue: operational limi¬ 
tation*. 


<a> A medical certificate of the ap¬ 
propriate class may be issued to an ap¬ 
plicant who does not meet the medical 
standards of this Part, under the follow¬ 
ing procedures: 

<1> The Federal Air Burgeon may in 
nls discretion And that a special medical 
ulght or practical test, or special medi¬ 
cal evaluation, should be conducted to 
determine whether the applicant can per¬ 
form hia duties under the airman cer¬ 
tificate he holds, or for which he is ap- 
WJrtng. in a manner that will not en- 
~* er safety in air commerce during 
the period the certificate would be in 
25* u P° n such a finding, the Fcd- 
Sur S eon authorizes the conduct 
« that test or evaluation. The Federal 
Air Surgeon may also consider the appli¬ 
cant s operational experience for this 
Purpose. 


, ** toe Federal Air Surgeon author- 

a Proeedure under subparagraph (1) 
ihA* f the applicant must 

T^s,,* 0 toe satisfaction of the Federal 
Surgeon, by the prescribed procedure 
he car » perform those duties In th< 

^TsuehTV 0 l” sub P ara « ra P h <» 

8how taS. the Federal AH 

cerun^2i lM< i , ?u to the a PP lica Bt ft medics 
Wrtlflcate of the appropriate class. 


* * • • • 

authAri»!f C ? dment 15 Proposed under 
602 Af 0f J ecttol » 313(a). 314. 601. 

M 9 uV£ C .^ eral Av » a Uon Act of 
9 D S C 13M . 1355,1421,1422». 

23^^ ln Washington, D.C.. on / 


M. S. White. 
Federal Air Surgeon. 

n Z>0C ' 65 -4&«l: FU©d. Apr. 30, 1965: 
6:45 mn.| 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 1 

[ Alrapece Docket No. 63 EA-113) 

CONTROL ZONES AND TRANSITION 
AREAS 

Proposed Alteration and Designation 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering amendments to Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations that would 
alter control zones and designate transi¬ 
tion areas at the Long Island. N.Y., ter¬ 
minal complex. 

As parts of these proposals relate to 
the navigable airspace outside the United 
States, this notice is submitted in con¬ 
sonance with the ICAO International 
Standards and Recommended Practices. 

Applicability of International Stand¬ 
ards and Recommended Practices, by the 
Air Traffic Service. FAA, In areas outside 
domestic airspace of the United States 
is governed by Article 12 and Annex 11 
to the Convention on International Civil 
Aviation (ICAO), which pertains to the 
establishment of air navigation facilities 
and services necessary to promoting the 
safe, orderly and expeditious flow of 
civil air traffic. Its purpose is to insure 
that civil flying on international air 
routes is carried out under uniform con¬ 
ditions designed to improve the safety 
and efficiency of air operations. 

The International Standards and 
Recommended Practices in Annex 11 ap¬ 
ply in those parts of the airspace under 
the Jurisdiction of a contracting state, 
derived from ICAO, wherein air traffic 
services are provided and also whenever 
a contracting state accepts the respon¬ 
sibility of providing air traffic services 
over high seas or In airspace of undeter¬ 
mined sovereignty. A contracting state 
accepting such responsibility may apply 
the International Standards and Recom¬ 
mended Practices to civil aircraft ln a 
manner consistent with that adopted for 
airspace under Its domestic Jurisdiction. 

In accordance with Article 3 of the 
Convention on International Civil Avia¬ 
tion. Chicago, 1944. state aircraft are 
exempt from the provisions of Annex 11 
and Its Standards and Recommended 
Practices. As a contracting state, the 
United States agreed by Article 3(d) 
that its state aircraft will be operated in 
international airspace with due regard 
for the safety of civil aircraft. 

Since this action involves, in part, the 
designation of navigable airspace outside 
the United States, the Administrator has 
consulted with the Secretary of State 
and the Secretary of Defense in accord¬ 
ance with the provisions of Executive Or¬ 
der 10854. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num¬ 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director. Eastern Region. Attention: 
Chief. Air Traffic Division. Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency. Federal Building, John F. 
Kennedy International Airport. Jamaica, 
N.Y., 11430. A11 communications re¬ 

ceived within 45 days after publica¬ 
tion of this notice in the Federal Regis¬ 


ter will be considered before action is 
taken on the proposed amendments. The 
proposals contained ln this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments re¬ 
ceived. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Agency, Office of the 
General Counsel. Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW.. 
Washington. D.C., 20553. An informal 
docket also will be available for examina¬ 
tion at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The Federal Aviation Agency, having 
completed a comprehensive review of the 
terminal airspace structure requirements 
in the Long Island, N.Y.. terminal area. 
Including studies attendant to the im¬ 
plementation of the provisions of CAR 
Amendments 60-21/60-29, proposes the 
airspace actions hereinafter set forth. 

1. The Wcsthampton Beach, N.Y., 
control zone would be redescribed as that 
airspace within a 5-mlle radius of Suffolk 
County AFB (latitude 40*50*40" N.. lon¬ 
gitude 72*37*45" W.) and within 2 miles 
each side of the Suffolk AFB TACAN 
039* and 229* True radials extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 7 miles 
northeast and 7 miles southwest of the 
TACAN. 

2. The Islip. N.Y., control zone would 
be redescribed as that airspace within 
a 5-mile radius of Long Island Airport. 
Isllp, N.Y.. (latitude 40*47*50" N.. longi¬ 
tude 73*06*00" W.>; and within 2 miles 
each side of the Long Island Airport IL3 
localizer southwest course, extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 7 miles 
southwest of the outer marker. 

3. The Calverton, N.Y.. control zone 
would be rcdescribcd as that airspace 
within a 5-mile radius of Pcconic River 
Airport (latitude 40*54*55" N.. longitude 
72*47*35" W.) and within 2 miles each 
side of the Rlvcrhcad VORTAC 079* 
True radial extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 12.5 miles east of the VOR¬ 
TAC, excluding the portion within the 
Suffolk County AFB control zone, Wcst¬ 
hampton Beach, N.Y. This control zone 
would be effective from 0800-2400 hours, 
local time, Monday through Friday. 

4. The Westhampton Beach. N.Y.. 
transition area would be designated as 
that airspace extending upward from 
700 feet above the surface within an 8- 
mile radius of Suffolk County Air Force 
Base (latitude 40*50*40" N.. longitude 
72*37*45" W.): within 5 miles west and 
8 mUes east of the Suffolk AFB ILS lo¬ 
calizer northeast course extending from 
the Suffolk radio beacon to 12 miles 
northeast of the radio beacon: and with¬ 
in 5 miles west and 8 miles cast of the 
Suffolk TACAN 039* True radial extend¬ 
ing from the TACAN to 12 miles north¬ 
east of the TACAN. 

5. The East Hampton. N.Y.. transi¬ 
tion area would be designated os that 
airspace extending upward from 700 feet 
above the surface within a 6-mile radius 
of East Hampton Airport (latitude 40*- 
57*36** N.. longitude 72*15*05" W.); and 
within 2 miles each side of the Hampton 
VOR 231* True radial extending from 
the 6-mile radius area to 8 miles south¬ 
west of the VOR. 
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6. The Isllp. N.Y., transition area 
would be designated as that airspace ex¬ 
tending upward from 700 feet above the 
surface within a 7-mllc radius of Long 
Island Airport (latitude 40*47*50" N.. 
longitude 73*06*00" W.); and within 2 
miles each side of the Long Island Air¬ 
port localizer southwest course extending 
from the 7-mile radius area to 8 miles 
southwest of the outer marker. 

7. The Babylon. N.Y., transition area 
would be designated as that airspace ex¬ 
tending upward from 700 feet above the 
surface within an 8-mile radius of Re¬ 
public Airport. Farmingdale, N.Y.. (lati¬ 
tude 40*43*45" N.. longitude 73*24*50" 
W.); within 2 miles each side of the 155* 
True bearing from the Babylon radio 
beacon extending from the Republic Air¬ 
port 8-mile radius area to 8 miles south 
of the radio beacon; within 2 miles each 
side of the 165* True bearing from the 
Babylon radio beacon extending from 
the Republic Airport 8-mile radius area 
to 8 miles south of the radio beacon; 
and within an 8-mile radius of Grumman 
Bethpage Airport. Bethpage, N.Y. (lati¬ 
tude 40*44*46" N.. longitude 73*29*36" 
W.); within a 5-mile radius of Deer Park 
Airport, Deer Park, N.Y. (latitude 40*- 
45*31" N.. longitude 73*18*35** W.); and 
within 2 miles each side of the Deer Park 
VORTAC 007* True radial extending 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

from the 5-ralle radius area to 8 miles 
north of the VORTAC. excluding the 
portion within the Isllp. N.Y.. and New 
York. N.Y., transition areas. 

8. The Calverton, N.Y., transition area 
would be designated as that airspace ex¬ 
tending upward from 700 feet above the 
surface within an 8-mllc radius of Pe- 
conic Airport (latitude 40*54*55" N.. 
longitude 72*47*35" W.>. excluding the 
portion within the Westhampton Beach. 
N.Y.. transition area. 

9. The Rlvcrhead, N.Y., transition 
area would be designated as that air¬ 
space extending upward from 1,200 feet 
above the surface bounded by a line be¬ 
ginning at latitude 41*00*35'* N., longi¬ 
tude 72*05*00" W.; thence south via lon¬ 
gitude 72*05*00*’ W. to the south bound¬ 
ary of V-139; thence southwest via the 
southeast boundary of V-139 to latitude 
40*30*00" N., thence to latitude 40*30*- 
00" N.. longitude 73*36*00" W.; to lati¬ 
tude 40*41*00" N.. longitude 73*33*30" 
W.: to latitude 40*50*00" N., longitude 
73*42*00" W.; to latitude 41*00*00" N., 
longitude 73*33*00** W.; to latitude 41 # - 
00*00" N., longitude 72*45*00" W.: to 
latitude 41*18*00" N.. longitude 72*30*- 
30" W.; to the point of beginning, ex¬ 
cluding the portion below 3.000 feet 
m.s.l. within W-106. 

The control zones and extensions and 
the transition areas and extensions, as 


proposed, arc necessary to protect tp. 
proach, departure, and missed approach 
procedures as well as holding patterw 
for the Long Island. N.Y., terminal area 
complex. 

Certain minor revisions to prescribed 
instrument procedures would be effected 
in conjunction w ith the actions proposed 
herein, but operational complexities 
would not be Increased nor would air* 
craft performance characteristics or 
present landing minimum* be adversely 
affected. 

Specific details of the changes to pro¬ 
cedures and minimum instrument flight 
rule altitudes that would be required nuy 
be examined by contacting the Chief. 
Airspace Utilization Branch, Air Traffic 
Division, Eastern Region. Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, John F. Kennedy Inter¬ 
national Airport, Federal Building, Ja¬ 
maica. N.Y., 11430. 

These amendments arc proposed under 
secs. 307(a) and 1110 (49U.SC 1348 and 
1510). and Executive Order 10854 04 
F.R. 9565). 

Issued in Washington. DC. on April 
26.1965. 

H. B. Hslstkom, 

Acting Chief, Airspace Regulations 
and Procedures Divtston. 

(F.R. Doc 65-4582; Filed. Apr. 30, 190; 

8:45 a m.| 







Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation Service 


FLUE-CURED TOBACCO 
Notice of Special Referendum 

Notice Is hereby given that on May 4. 
1965. a special referendum will be held 
of farmers engaged in the production of 
flue-curcd tobacco of the 1964 crop, pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938. as amended. (7 
US.C. 1281 et seq.) and as further 
amended by Public Law 89-12 (79 Stat. 
66 ► , approved April 16. 1965. Notice 
that consideration would be given to es¬ 
tablishing a date for holding such special 
referendum was given and published in 
ihe Federal Regist** (30 F.R. 5641). The 
Tien and recommendations received 
pursuant to such notice have been con¬ 
sidered within the limits permitted by the 
Act The purpose of the special refer¬ 
endum is to determine whether the farm- 
m voting favor or oppose the establish¬ 
ment of marketing quotas on an acreage- 
poundage basis as provided in section 317 
of such act for the marketing years bo- 
tfnning July L 1965. July 1. 1966. and 
July 1. 1967. In lieu of the quotas on 
an acreage basis in effect for those mar- 
«un« years. The special referendum 
will bo conducted in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act and the Regulations 
Governing the Holding of Referenda on 
Marketing Quotas (28 Fit. 13249). in¬ 
ducing any amendments made prior to 
the referendum. 

In order that arrangements for hold¬ 
ing the referendum may be made in or- 
!? r y manner and as much advance no- 
{£? M be given to the date of 

twtM 1 rc ^rendum, it is essential 
*« a rJr^L?° Uee ** effective as soon 
Accordingly, it Is hereby 
H 1 * 1 compliance with the 
dat * requirement of the 
Ur^‘* r ? tSvc Proc edurc Act is imprac- 
centra ry to the public inter- 
fl]uj be effective upon 

Wi'sasaajaa 

nflMS 1 41 Waahln « ton - DC., on April 

Orville L. Freeman. 

Secretary. 

65-4597; Piled, Apr. 38. 1085; 
L40 pm | 


Doc. 


SUGAR 

Woo °* ^• arln 9 on Sugar 

ft* r d Price# I" F,oric| a 
agnation of Presiding Off)c< 

10 sections author,t y cont 

A “of 1948 ftnd (2) 0 
«S; 7 rflp I 9 , 4 ®- •» amended (61 

WUl the rul« if 31 ' 1 and to accor < 
rulcs of Practice and proc< 


applicable to fair price and wage pro¬ 
ceedings (7 CFR 802.1 ct seq), notice ia 
hereby given that a public hearing will 
be held at the Holiday Inn, in Belle 
Glade. Fla., on May 14. 1965. beginning 
at 10 am. 

The purpose of this hearing is to re¬ 
ceive evidence which may be of assist¬ 
ance to the Secretary of Agriculture in 
determining CD pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of section 301(c)(1) of the act 
whether the wage rates established for 
Florida sugarcane fieldworkers in the 
wage determination, which became ef¬ 
fective October 1. 1964 (7 CFR 863.16), 
continue to be fair and reasonable under 
existing circumstances, or whether such 
determination should be amended, and 
(2) pursuant to the provisions of section 
301(c) (2) of the act. fair and reasonable 
prices for the 1965 crop of sugarcane to 
be paid, under either purchase or toll 
agreements, by producers who process 
sugarcane grown by other producers and 
apply for payments under the act. 

In the interest of obtaining the best 
possible information, all Interested per¬ 
sons are requested to appear at the hear¬ 
ing to express their views and present 
appropriate data in regard to wages and 
prices for sugarcane. 

The hearing, after being colled to order 
at the time and place mentioned herein, 
may be continued from day to day with¬ 
in the discretion of the presiding officers 
and may be adjourned to a later day or 
to a different place without notice other 
than the announcement thereof by the 
presiding officers. 

Tom O. Murphy. A. A. Greenwood. D. E. 
McGarry, W. 3. Stevenson, and C. F. 
Denny are hereby designated as presid¬ 
ing officers to conduct either Jointly or 
severally the foregoing hearing. 

Signed at Washington. D.C.. on April 
28. 1965. 

H. D. Godfrey. 

Administrator . Agricultural Sta¬ 
bilization and Conservation 
Service . 

|F.R. Doc. 66-4810; Filed. Apr. 30. 1086; 

8:48 a-in.) 


Office of the Secretary 
MICHIGAN 

Designation of Area for Emergency 
Loans 

For the purpose of making emergency 
loans pursuant to section 321 of the Con¬ 
solidated Farmers Home Administration 
Act of 1961 (7 UJ3.C. 1961). it has been 
determined that in the hereinafter- 
named county in the State of Michigan 
a natural disaster has caused a need for 
agricultural credit not readily available 
from commercial banks, cooperative 
lending agencies, or other responsible 
sources. 

Michigan 

Barry. 


Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, emergency loans will not be made 
In the above-named county after De¬ 
cember 31, 1965, except to applicants 
who previously received emergency or 
special livestock loan assistance and who 
can qualify under established policies and 
procedures. 

Done at Washington. D.C., this 27th 
day of April 1965. 

Orville L. Freeman. 

Secretary . 

|F.R. Doc. 85-4593; Filed, Apr. 30. 1085; 

8:48 am ] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Bureau of Standards 

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS 
RADIO STATIONS 

Notice of U.S. Standard Frequency 
and Time Broadcasts 

In accordance with National Bureau of 
Standards policy of giving monthly 
notices regarding changes of phases in 
seconds pulses, notice is hereby given 
that there will be no change in the phase 
of seconds pulses emitted from radio 
station WWVB on 1 June 1965. 

Notice is also hereby given that there 
will be no change In the phase of time 
pulses emitted from radio stations WWW 
and WWVH on 1 June 1965. These 
pulses at present occur at Intervals which 
are longer than one second by 150 parts 
in 10*. This Is due to the offset main¬ 
tained In frequency, as coordinated by 
the Bureau International de THcure 
(BIH). 

A. V. Astin, 
Director. 

|F.R. Doc. 86-4500; Filed. Apr. 30. 1085; 

8:46x.m ) 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

| Docket No. RI65-585] 

FLUOR CORP., LTD. 

Order Providing for Hearing on and 
Suspension of Proposed Changes in 
Rales 

April 21.1965. 

On March 15 and 18. 1965. the Fluor 
Corp., Ltd. (Fluor) 1 tendered for filing 

proposed changes in its presently ef¬ 
fective rate schedules for sales of natu¬ 
ral gas subject to the Jurisdiction of the 
Commission. The proposed changes, 
which constitute increased rates and 
charges, are designated as follows: 


1 Address U; 615 Midland Tower Bldg., 

Midland. Tex. 
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NOTICES 




Rate 

sched¬ 
ule No. 

Supple¬ 

ment 

No. 


Amount 

Date 

KffeetU* 

date 

Date 

Conte per Met 

Rtorln 

rltceiwft. 

to 

rWifcdta 

fioctet 

Sot 

Docket 

No. 

R49)«nikn( 

Purchaser and producing are* 

of annual 
Increase 

filing 

tendered 

unless 

sus¬ 

pended 

BU>- 

petuled 

until 

Rate In 
eflecl 

Proposal 

lnmvtfcd 

rata 

R16I-M5.W 

Tb* Fluor Corn., 

Ltd.. 616 Midland 
Tower IU.to , Mid¬ 

A 

1 

Kl I*mo Natural Om Co. (Jataxat 
Field, Lea County. N. Mn.) 
(Permian Baton Arm). 

640 

5-15-AS 

•5-1-65 

10-546 

*lAftoi; 

1 •• *1AM7X 

o 7m. 


land. TV* 

Tt»e Fluor Corp., 

Ltd. 

7 

A 

.do... 

43 

Jhuwyi 

* 5-1-66 

lO-I-ftft 

•15.1017 

*•••15.8171 

0 *4*. 


do..___... 

ft 

A 

.do..... 

14 

34 - IS AA 

«M-W 

10-1-44 

• nadir 

• • 1 • 14 61771 

Cr-XMI. 


. 

II 

ft 


3JV 

H64I 

4 5-1-41 

10-1-66 

* 15 5017 

••••148)73 

iiw>w. 


13 

a 

,64, i, .I I,. I,-... 

:«•# 

1 IIH 1 

•51 « 

10-1-66 

M&.S017 

•••MdfCJto 

0-WC4 


-do. 

1ft 

ft 

HI P«V> Natural Oaa Co. (Peeoe 
Volley Fir Id, IVcue County, 
Tex.) (ft K District No. ft) 
(Permian Baton Arm). 

Northern Natural (la*Co. (Burnout 
Field. I to* County. N- M** ) 
(Permian Baton Amo. 

•00 

5154ft 

• 5-1-Aft 

10-1-ftS 

•16.6 

*•• 144 

u-awt 


.do... 

« 

A 

414 

3-154ft 

>51-6 

10-1-46 

• la mu 

ftfi«IL72U 



»Tlie stated etfeotlre date to the effective date requested by Itespomlent. 

» Periodic rat* Incrrnw 

• ITwsur* base to 14.0A p J».l.a. 

• Subject to 0.4467or nt prr Mcfdrductkm for compression olio* pressure fas (below 
®00 f > S J .8. V 

• fn«*lnd»« reLmbunvmrnt for tlw full 7AS prrarnt New Mrs too Oil and Oaa 
Kmerpncy HcJkh>| Tax. 


7 Includes reimbursement for it* 0.6$ percent iocrnur tn the Nr ^ Mexico0Amf 
Oa« Kint’rKrncy School Tax. 

• Subject to OJi ornt per Mef deduction lor rampmadou of k»w \r* »urr cm >»u« 
AM pj.U.). 

• Subject to 0.4*75 cent per Mof dsdoctiM for compression. 


Supplements Nos. 9. 6. 6. 8, and 6 to 
Fluor’s FPC Gas Rate Schedules Nos. 6. 
7. 8.11, and 9. respectively, reflect partial 
reimbursement for the full 2.55 percent 
New Mexico Oil and Gas Emergency 
School Tax which was increased from 
2.0 percent to 2.55 percent on April 1. 
1983. El Paso Natural Gas Co. (El Paso) 
the buyer under Supplements Nos. 9. 6. 

6. and 8 to Fluor's FPC Gas Rate Sched¬ 
ules Nos. 6. 7, 8. and 11, respectively, has 
protested the rate increases contained in 
these four supplements. El Paso ques¬ 
tions the right of Fluor to file rate in¬ 
creases reflecting tax reimbursement 
computed on the basis of an increase in 
tax rate by the New Mexico Legislature 
in excess of 0.55 percent. While El Paso 
concedes that the New Mexico tax legis¬ 
lation effected a higher tax rate of at 
least 0.55 percent. El Paso claims there 
is controversy as to whether or not the 
new legislation effected an increased tax 
rate in excess of 0.55 percent. Under the 
circumstances, we shall provide that the 
hearing provided for herein with respect 
to Supplements Nos. 9. 6, 6. and 8 to 
Fluor’s FPC Gas Rate Schedules Nos. 6, 

7, 8. and 11, respectively, shall concern 
itself with the contractual basis for the 
rate filings which El Paso has protested, 
as well as the statutory lawfulness of the 
increased rates and charges contained 
In all of the proposed rate stipplemcnts. 
Northern Natural Gas Co. is the buyer 
under Supplement No. 6 to Fluor’s FPC 
Gas Rate Schedule No. 9. mentioned 
above, but Northern Natural Gas Co. is 
not expected to protest such rate in¬ 
crease filing. 

All of the proposed increased rates and 
charges exceed the applicable area price 
levels for increased rates as set forth 
in the Commission’s Statement of Gen¬ 
eral Policy No. 61-1, as amended (18 
CFR2 56). 

The proposed changed rates and 
charges may be unjust, unreasonable, un¬ 
duly discriminatory, or preferential, or 
otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It Is necessary 
and proper In the public interest and to 
aid in the enforcement of the provisions 
of the Natural Gas Act that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon a hearing concerning the 
contractual basis for Fluor's proposed 
rate filings which El Paso has protested. 


as well as the statutory lawfulness of all 
of Fluor’s proposed rate increases, and 
that the above-designated supplements 
be suspended and the use thereof de¬ 
ferred as hereinafter ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

<A> Pursuant to the authority of the 
Natural Gas Act, particularly sections 4 
and 15 thereof, the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure, and the regu¬ 
lations under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR. Ch. I), a public hearing shall be 
held upon a date to be fixed by notice 
from the Secretary concerning the con¬ 
tractual basis for Fluor’s proposed rate 
filings which El Paso has protested, as 
weB as the statutory lawfulness of all of 
Fluor’s proposed rate increases. 

<B) Pending a hearing and decision 
thereon, the above-designated rate sup¬ 
plements are hereby suspended and the 
use thereof deferred until the date indi¬ 
cated in the above “Date Suspended Un¬ 
til" column, and thereafter until such 
further time as they arc made effective 
In the manner prescribed by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

(C) Neither the supplements hereby 
suspended, nor the rate schedules sought 
to be altered thereby, shall be changed 
until these proceedings have been dis¬ 
posed of or until the periods of suspen¬ 
sion have expired, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Commission. 

(D) Notices of Intervention or peti¬ 
tions to intervene may be filed with the 
Federal Power Commission, Washington, 
D C., 20426, in accordance with the rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.37(f) > on or before June 9. 1965. 

By the Commission. 

isc.u.1 Gordon M. Grant, 

Acting Secretary . 

|PR. Doc. 65 4475: Filed. Apr. 30. 1065; 

8:45 a m | 


| Docket No. 0-6352 etc. 1 

CONTINENTAL OIL CO. ET AL. 

Findings and Order After Statutory 
Hearing 

April 22,1965. 

Findings and order after statutory 
hearing issuing certificates of public 


convenience and necessity amending 
certificates, permitting and approving 
abandonment of service, terminatim 
certificates, terminating rate proceeding, 
making successor co-respondent, redesig¬ 
nating proceeding, accepting afrreemeal 
and undertaking for filing, and accepting 
related rate schedules and supplement 
for filing. 

Each of the Applicants listed herein 
has filed an application pursuant to 
tion 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a cer¬ 
tificate of public convenience and neces¬ 
sity authorizing the sale and delivery a 
natural gas In interstate commerce, for 
permission and approval to abandon 
service, or a petition to ame nd an exist¬ 
ing certificate authorization, all tamon 
fully described in the respective applica¬ 
tions and petitions (and any supplement 
or amendments thereto * which are on 


file with the Commission. 

The Applicants herein have filed rr 
la ted FPC Gas Rate Schedules and pro¬ 
pose to initiate or abandon, add or de¬ 
lete natural gas service In intmjw 
commerce as indicated by the tabulata* 
herein. All sales certificated hereto «« 
either equal to or below the cfUmg price 
established by the Commissions State¬ 
ment of Policy 61-1, as amended, or »• 
volve sales for which permanent cerus- 
cates have been previously 

Nc-O-Tex Corp.. Applicant to »*** 
No. CI65-486. proposes to sell natarw 
from acreage acquired from Sinclair ^ 

& Gas Co. The subject acreage a a$ x^ 

productive at the time of as*i?nrnen*. . 
was dedicated to Sinclair's FPC Gj* • 
Schedule No. 7 and sales wen* auw?? 
in Docket No. G-2893. Sinclair s ecw 
tive rate at the time of asaignmw 
in effect subject to refund in Do cket^ 
RI60-31. 1 Nc-O-Tex has . 

contract with the purchaser lor'W 
of gas from the subject acreage a ^ 
less than Sinclair's rate at t"* ^ 

assignment but greater than s 
last rote not subject to refund f - 
of gas from the subject acrcafie r _ oo0 d. 
Tex has agreed to become a °°*2fnS* 
ent in the proceeding pcndlJ? . £rf e- 
et No. RI60-31 and has filed an 

_^ j _i ,_i«« assure u** 


»Consolidated with Dockri W 
tit Al. 
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fund of any amounts collected by It In 
excess of the amount determined to be 
)u$t and reasonable In said proceeding. 
Accordingly. Nc-O-Tex will be made co¬ 
respondent. the proceeding will be re- 
delgruiti*d. and the agreement and 
undertaking will be accepted for filing. 

W. H Hudson 'Operator), et al.. Ap¬ 
plicant tn Docket No. CI65-648. proposes 
to abandon the sale of natural gas au¬ 
thority In Docket No. CI62—1074. An 
unconditioned temporary certificate was 
awed April 19. 1962. authorizing Appli¬ 
cant to commence the subject sale at an 
Initial rate of 16.6 cents per Mcf at 14.65 
pj.l.a. The certificate application was 
consolidated with Amerada Petroleum 
Corp. ct al., Docket No. CIG2-1544, et al.. 
and a certificate was issued in the order 
accompanying Opinion No. 422 <3i FPC 
623; at the "in-line” rate of 16.0 cents 
per Mcf. Inasmuch as there is a possi¬ 
bility that yomc portion of the initial 
16i-cent rate will have to be refunded.* 
the abandonment will be permitted and 
approved In Docket No. CI65-648 but Ap¬ 
plicant will remain responsible for any 
refunds which finally may be ordered in 
Docket No. CI62-1074. Docket No. CI62- 
1074 will remain consolidated with Dock¬ 
et No. CI62-1544. et al.. for determina¬ 
tion of the refund question. Likewise, 
the application filed in Docket No. 062- 
1074 on April 13, 1964. for authorization 
U> tell gas from additional acreage will 
remain consolidated with the pending 
certificate proceeding in Docket No. G- 
17960. ct al., for determination of the 
refund question only. Applicant filed for 
an increase In rate under Its related rate 
•chedule which Increase was suspended 
In Docket No. RI65-362 until May 5.1965. 
Inasmuch as no sales will be made at the 
increased rate, the proceeding in Docket 
ho. R16S-362 is moot and will be termi¬ 
nated. 


After due notice, no petitions to inter- 
yene. notices of intervention, or protests 
to the granting of any of the respective 
applications or petitions in this order 

wve been received. 

At a hearing held on April 21.1965. the 
^omission on lu own motion received 
. J?Part of the record in these 
*** cv| dencc, including the 
Amendments, and cxhiblU 
jwreto, submitted In support of the re- 
‘P'cuve authorizations sought herein 
T . ui *2 n consideration of the record, 
Jne Commission finds: 
ur.i .. ch AWcant herein la a * nat- 
6 *r th» ttS M C ^* npany 'rttMn the meaning 
foun/hwl Ural 0(18 Act •* heretofore 
fiM?* Commission or will be en- 
ttati *2* sae of natural gas In inter- 
Ptil>li P ^ mcree , for resaIe for ultimate 
subject to the juris- 
SeffetL^K? 1 ® Commission, and wUl 
atilun ,K. ^ a " nat oral-eas company - 
'om^J^i' net i rUn8 of said Act upon the 
J^nencement of the service under the 
J^ttve authorizations granted here- 

>*fwe ° l natunU Ka * herein- 

In the M more fu »y described 

o'respective appUcaUons. amend- 


***!? v £ £? 8tate °* New Tork 

on a , J?* 3, cert * d«nl®d auto nc 
00 nVi ? skeiiy 

4 f p *c., 377 U.S. 963. 


ments. and/or supplements herein, will 
be made in Interstate commerce, subject 
to the jurisdiction of the Commission, 
and such sales by the respective Appli¬ 
cants, together with the construction and 
operation of any facilities subject to the 
Jurisdiction of the Commission necessary 
therefor, are subject to the requirements 
of subsections (c) and <e) of section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act. 

(3) The sales of natural gas by the re¬ 
spective Applicants, together with the 
construction and operation of any facili¬ 
ties subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission necessary therefor, are re¬ 
quired by the public convenience and 
necessity and certificates therefor should 
be issued as hereinafter ordered and con¬ 
ditioned. 

<4) The respective Applicants are able 
and willing properly to do the acts and 
to perform the services proposed and to 
conform to the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act and the requirements, rules and 
regulations of the Commission there¬ 
under. 

<5> It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Nat¬ 
ural Gas Act and the public convenience 
and necessity require that the certificate 
authorizations heretofore issued by the 
Commission In Docket Nos. G-2893, G- 
G-6352, G-9991, G-10064. 0-13207, O- 
14865. G-18432, CI61-900, CI63-231, 

063-838, CI64-441, CI64-947. and Cl 64- 
1333 should be amended as hereinafter 
ordered. 

(6) The temporary certificate hereto¬ 
fore issued in Docket No. CI61-1725 
should be amended by deleting therefrom 
authorization granted herein in Docket 
No. 065-887. 

(7) The sales of natural gas proposed 
to be abandoned by the respective Ap¬ 
plicants, as hereinbefore described, all 
as more fully described in the tabulation 
herein and in the respective applications, 
are subject to the requirements of subsec¬ 
tion (b) of section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act. and such abandonments should be 
permitted and approved as hereinafter 
ordered. 

(8) It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Natu¬ 
ral Gas Act that the abandonment here¬ 
inafter permitted and approved in Dock¬ 
et No. CI65-648 should not be construed 
to relieve Applicant therein from the re¬ 
sponsibility for any refunds which finally 
may be ordered In Docket No. CI62-1074, 
and that the rate suspension proceeding 
in Docket No. RI65-362 should be ter¬ 
minated. 

(9) The certificates of public conven¬ 
ience and necessity heretofore Issued to 
the respective Applicants herein relating 
to the abandonments hereinafter per¬ 
mitted and approved should be termi¬ 
nated. 

(10 > It is necessary and appropriate in 
carrying out the provisions of the Natural 
Gas Act that Ne-O-Tex Corp. should be 
made a co-respondent in the proceeding 
pending in Docket No. RI60-31, that said 
proceeding should be redesignated ac¬ 
cordingly, and the agreement and under¬ 
taking submitted by Ne-O-Tex Corp. In 
said proceeding should be accepted for 
filing. 

ill) The respective related rate sched¬ 
ules and supplements as designated or re¬ 


designated in the tabulation herein 
should be accepted for filing as herein¬ 
after ordered. 

The Commission orders: 

iA) Certificates of public convenience 
and necessity be and the same are hereby 
Issued, upon the terms and conditions of 
this order, authorizing the sales by the 
respective Applicants herein of natural 
gas in interstate commerce for resale, to¬ 
gether with the construction and opera¬ 
tion of any facilities subject to the Juris¬ 
diction of the Commission necessary for 
such sales, all as hereinbefore described 
and as more fully described in the re¬ 
spective applications, amendments, sup¬ 
plements and exhibits in this proceeding. 

(B) The certificates granted in para¬ 
graph iA) above are not transferable and 
shall be effective only so long as Appli¬ 
cants continue the acts or operations 
hereby authorized in accordance with the 
provisions of the Natural Gas Act and the 
applicable rules, regulations and orders 
of the Commission. 

(C) The grant of the certificates is¬ 
sued In paragraph (A) above shall not 
be construed as a waiver of tho require¬ 
ments of section 4 of the Natural Gas 
Act or of Part 154 or Part 157 of the 
Commission's regulations thereunder, 
and is without prejudice to any findings 
or orders which have been or may here¬ 
after be made by the Commission in any 
proceeding now pending or hereafter 
instituted by or against the respective 
Applicants. Further, our action in this 
proceeding shall not foreclose nor preju¬ 
dice any future proceedings or objections 
relating to the operation of any price or 
related provisions in the gas purchase 
contracts herein involved. Nor shall the 
grant of the certificates aforesaid for 
service to the particular customers in¬ 
volved imply approval of all of the terms 
of the respective contracts, particularly 
as to the cessation of service upon termi¬ 
nation of said contracts, os provided by 
section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act. 
Nor shoil the grant of the certificates 
aforesaid be construed to preclude the 
imposition of any sanctions pursuant to 
the provisions of the Natural Gas Act 
for the unauthorized commencement of 
any sales of natural gas subject to said 
certificates. 

(D) The certificate issued herein in 
Docket No. Cl65-828 Is subject to the 
conditions set forth in paragraphs (E), 
IF), and (G) of the order accompanying 
Opinion No. 350 (27 FPC 35). Applicant 
is hereby required to submit on estimated 
billing statement for the first month of 
service. 

(E) The certificate authorizations 
heretofore issued to the respective Appli¬ 
cants in Docket Nos. G-6352, G-9991. 
CI63-231, and Cl64-947 Are hereby 
amended by adding thereto or deleting 
therefrom authorization to sell natural 
gas to the same purchasers and In the 
same areas as covered by the original 
authorizations, pursuant to the rate 
schedule supplements as indicated in the 
tabulation herein. 

(F) The temporary certificate hereto¬ 
fore issued in Docket No. CI61-1725 is 
hereby amended by deleting therefrom 
authorization granted herein in Docket 
No. CI65-887. 
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<G> The certificates heretofore issued 
In Docket Nos. 0-2893 and 0-14865 are 
hereby amended by deleting therefrom 
authorization granted herein In Docket 
No* CI65-486 and CI65-857. 

(H) The certificate heretofore Issued 
In Docket No. 0-18432 Is hereby amended 
by deleting therefrom authorization to 
render the subject sales granted herein 
In Docket Nos. CI65-885 and CI65-886. 

(I i The certificate heretofore issued in 
Docket No. CT64-1333 Is hereby amended 
to include the sale of natural gas from 
the additional acreage and the related 
rate schedule Is redesignated as Har-Kcn 
Oil Co., ct al. 

(J) The certificates heretofore Issued 
in Docket Nos. 0-10084. G-13207. CI61- 
900. CI63-838, and CI64-441 are hereby 
amended by changing the certificate 
holders to the respective successors in 
Interest as indicated in the tabulation 
herein. 

(K) In view of the authorization 
granted in paragraph (J) above in 
Docket No. 0-13207 wherein Colorado 
Oil and Gas Corp. is authorized to sell 
gas from acreage acquired from Socony 
Mobil Oil Co.. Inc., the sales of gas by 
Colorado Oil and Oas Corp. to its parent 
company. Colorado Interstate Gas Co. 
is without prejudice to any action which 
the Commission may take in any rate 
proceeding involving either company. 

(L) Applicant in Docket No. G-13207 
Is hereby subject to Socony Mobil's set¬ 
tlement approved by the Commission's 
order issued May 5, 1964. which among 
other things Imposed a moratorium on 
the filing of rate increases until January 
1. 1967. 

<M) Permission far and approval of 
the abandonment of service by the re¬ 
spective Applicants, as hereinbefore de¬ 
scribed and as more fully described in 
the respective applications herein are 
hereby granted. 

<N) The abandonment herein per¬ 
mitted and approved in Docket No. 
CI65-648 does not relieve Applicant 
therein from the responsibility for any 
refunds which finally may be ordered In 
Docket No. CI62-1074, and the related 
rate suspension proceeding In Docket No. 
RI65-362 is hereby terminated. 

(O) The certificates heretofore issued 
In Docket Nos. 0-5126. G-5132, G-16569. 
0-16763. 0-18005, and CI63-204 are 
hereby terminated. 

(P) Ne-O-Tex Corp. be and it Is here¬ 
by made a co-respondent in the proceed¬ 
ing pending in Docket No. RI60-31, said 
proceeding is redesignated accordingly,* 
and the agreement and undertaking sub¬ 
mitted by Nc-O-Tex Corp. in said pro¬ 
ceeding is accepted for filing. 

<Q) Ne-O-Tcx Corp. shall comply 
with the refunding and reporting pro¬ 
cedure required by the Natural Oas Act 
and section 154.102 of the regulations 
thereunder, and the agreement and un¬ 
dertaking filed by Ne-O-Tex Corp. in 
Docket No. RI60-31 shall remain in full 


*Sinclair Oil A Cos Co. and Ne-O-Tcx Corp. 


force and effect until discharged by the 
Commission. 

iR) The respective related rate sched¬ 
ules and supplements as Indicated in the 
tabulation herein are hereby accepted 
for filing; further, the rate schedules 
relating to the successions herein arc 
hereby redesignated and accepted, sub¬ 


ject to the applicable Commission regu. 
lations under the Natural Oas Act to be 
effective on the dates Indicated in the 
tabulation herein. 

By the Commission. 

[ssalI Joseph H. Gunmn, 

Secretary, 


Docket No. 
and 

d»«o 04 


d-6K2__ 

C 4-10-64 


(HWI 

D 


o-taoM... 

£3-4-66 


0-1*307 ... 

E34E 


CIM-MD_ 

SHE 


Cl€8-231_ 


Cl0-638. ... 

K 3 -11-06 


CI64-4C-. 
Cl 


064-1333-—. 
C 1-10-66 


CI6A-486.- 

(O-M 
V lMO-44 

CI6MMA_ 

(CUa-WH) 
fi 1-7-66 


066 827_ 

A 3-33-46 


ClfiAttt- 

3-1346** 

C163-M6__ 

A 3-1-66 


Applicant 



CocitlDf nt al Oil Co_ 


Gull OU Corp. (Opera¬ 
tor), ct al. 

John A. netufcratoot 
(Operator), si al. 

(*ucenwor to H 0**11 
Cobb, Jr. (Opirator), 
at al.). 


CdJormilo OU k 0*a 
Carp, (rarer*** to 
Socony Mobil OU 
Co«, Inc.), 


Uvtagston OU Co. 
(succsssar to A. 0„ 
01*m, d.b.a- Olaoo 
OUCo.). 


Ryan ConaolMuird 
H'trolrum Corp. 


Oener* Oar Industries, 
Inc. (staervior to 
Juju* A. Ford d.bjL 

Majrtri Otf C0„ 

Operator). 


Osmc* Gao Industries, 
Inc. (softnoy to 
Jam* A. Ford d.b.a. 
May try Om Co. 
(Operator), ct al.). 


The Atlantic Refining 
Co. 

Hsr-Krn OQ Co., «t aL 


NaO-Tet Corp^*_ 

W II. Hudson (Oper- 

ator),«t al 


Anadarko Production 
Co. 


Ashland OU A Refilling 

Co. 

fcoatlwru Union Pr*- 
finrtlon Co. 


United Oas ripe U» 

Co , South Calwsa 
Crock Field, OoUad 
County. Tex. 

Michigan Wisconsin Pips 
Line Co.. Nieto* Field, 
Kiowa County. Kan*. 

Arkansas Louisans Oas 
Co, South Hunter 
Field, UorlWd County, 


Colorado Interstate Gu 
Co., Adams Rauch 
Field, Moadc County, 


Cities Sendee Gas Co., 
West Palmer Fkld, 
Barber County, Km*. 


Hour Natural Oas Co.. 
Now Milton District, 
Doddrkigo County, 

w. va. 

Toms Om Transmission 

Corp., NR f Ur than y 
Fkld, Panola County, 
Tax. 


Northern Natural Oas 
Co.. Iran boa Area. 
Urnver County, Okia. 

Texas Oas TrnJisinifafan 
Carp.. Midland Fkld. 
Muhlenberg County. 

k/Vmd Natural Oaa Co., 
ikrabcrry Trend Area, 
(Jlasscocx County, Te*. 

Ten n m w Oas Trirnv 
in baton Co NR 
Lopetio (Wllooxj Field. 
Z apata County, Tax. 

Ranis Colorado UUU- 
tka. Inc.. Uugoton 
Fkld, Hamilton 
County, Kami. 

Ponh.Mutk Rojcttrn Pips 
l.lna Co., arrangp In 
Woods County, Okla. 

Cl Paso Nattiiid Oas Co., 
Msaa Verde Formation, 
La Plata County, Colo. 


FPC rats schedule to Is wrrp»| 


Description and dots 1 No, 
of document 


Filina oak: A—Initial service. 

B—Abandonment. 

C—Amendmmt to add acreage. 
D— Amendment to dftkto 
R-Rarosmton. 

F—Pafttsl succmtoo. 

Her footnotes at end of table. 


letter 3-3-64 L 


letter scpvmrni 
12-30-54.* » 

Risnett Cobb, Jr. 
(Operator),el al, 
Fpconi No. i. 

g q ppl WrtSiR No. U 
Notice of succession 


.. 3K 


AsHgmnrat 16-1-63 * 
Atolynuirot 10 ’J-Q *. 
Trust aynremrnt 

Effective dots 10-3 <3. J 
ejocany Mobil OU Co., 
Inc.. FPC GK» No. 
290. 

Supplement Not. l-2_ 
Notice of tttcecsstoa 
(undated). 

Alignment U-4-44 *_ 

Assignment HE 1 
Kflectivn dale: 13-l-M. 
A. O. Okon d.b.a. 

Olson OU Co, FPC 
ORB No. t. 

Not!nr of socraton 



Aartjrumrnt HMJHH • .. 
AjBtgnmrot 10-16-61 M .. 
Effective) date; HE. 
Supplement 
(undated).* a 


James A. Ford d.b.a. 
Moyle x Oas Co, 
Operator, FPC 
OkS No 2. 

Notion of snccurioB 
25-66. 

Assignment 1-36-6* '*.■ 
Effective dole: 3-1-66... 
James A. Ford »Lb.a. 
Mnylri Oas Co. 
(Operate*), et nL, 

FPC ORB No. 3. 
Notice of succcaoioci 
3-5-46, 

AsdfmMPt 1-2346 «... 
Effective dMe: 3-1-45. 
Atmuvat 
Letter agreement 
34-45 .nn 
Contract 3-1645 


Contract 34344- 

Utter agrwmsnt 
3 »-44.« 

Notice of canorllatkn 
1-4-66.* *• 

Contract tl-23-44-- 

Amendment 2. 3-05 » **. 


Contract 13-16-44... 
Letter Wtfeemrjtt 

Contract 1-3645*. 


an 
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NOTICES 


» Around# can tract prldi* pravfckma by deVttm tht IwkfUiite prlctal cUu* ...... „ ^ . 

• Applicant Hlrd lor JT.Ownti but arncd by a petition to amrnJ ibc au|>licotk» fifed Mar. W. IW, In ocorpl a 
te rm oicri crrtlttc*te «l U.Otwats eondilioprd almUarij to thr tertifimtes faacied in Opinion No. WO. 

n provlifej Ax oounecllon of lev -satire wrlU that do not moot t!* contrort’t nty rra nMjujrrtDf nu. 
a purtUI nifrcMdon to 8upt)femr*trt No. 4 to CUI*a tier vice Oil Co.'*, FFC UES No. 4fi- 
» AJripu intonat In Ir«M to a depUl of 4.000 feci. 

« No crrtlflcate dek'tkm filing made by CUle* 8 <ttU» Oil Co. .... 

n (idi'Uf mtcrr-4 in kow undent'd to Sim O. Area and Albert I,. Are* (Operate*^.et al. t FFC OR8 No. 3. 

■ Bourn* oC fat ttopklrd- 

v Rncrooekunnm of salt arater ha* rendered well unproductive, _ 

* No change In mnwrthlp intorat l* Involred, merely a clung* In operator*. M anfleement owning no mtaraot in 

HadmoSli^rp. waaInuml temporary rmiflrnio at 10.0cent*on Aug. 34.1041. and rotated permanent certifi¬ 
cate at 14,0 cent* rate. Hotter 4 Co.. Ud.. rt al, roquaaud a permanant certificate at 140 cents by fetter dated 

■ M “lilMlctontnrt 1 2 3 4 * * 7 Urttmii'Haftnm Oil Corp. w»l El Pw iltarVwi OO Cm «.1 ifc. EPq ORB No V. 
u Aaaignmont of Interest from Bartcaea Oil Corp. to Janwn 1.. Parks (I'axlte tua made no fifing *Ufi regards to thli 

<U n Aaal«nni«*U of tnterrat tmm Jam«* I*. Parks lo Kottur A Co., Ltd., *t al 

| FR. Doc 65-4474; Filed, Apr. 30.1965; 8:45ft.tn.| 


received In proper form on November 17, 
1964. The information was submitted 
by the Cabot Corp., Boston, Ma*s. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
914.6(e) of the Customs Regulations U9 
CFR 14.6(e)). 

(seal) Lestkr D. Jon k sos. 

Acting Commissioner of Customs. 

[FR. Doc. 65-4606: Filed. Apr. 30. IMS 
8:47 ftjn.l 


Civil AERONAUTICS BOARD 

(Docket No. 16383; Ordrr E-22097) 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Bureau of Customs 

|T.D. 86401) 

PHILIPPINE PESO 
Rates of Exchange 

April 27.1065. 

TJ> 55619. issued May 14,1962, follow¬ 
ing the Philippines exchange reform of 
January 22. 1962. authorized customs 
conversions of the Philippine peso on the 
basis of a composite of 20 percent at the 
certified “Official" rate and 80 percent 
at the certified “Free*’ rate. 

Subsequent instructions in Central 
Bank of the Philippines Circular No. 
184, scries of 1964, December l, 1964. 
holds that all exports with an an¬ 
nual average value under 12 million 
for the yearB 1962-1963 will not be 
subject to the 20 percent retention of 
export proceeds, effective as to export 
licenses approved beginning December 
1, 1964. Receipts of foreign exchange 
from embroidery re-exports licensed for 
export beginning December 1, 1964, spe¬ 
cifically are exempted from the 20 per¬ 
cent retention of export proceeds ac¬ 
cording to the Central Bank s memoran¬ 
dum dated December 4. 1964, to its au¬ 
thorized agent banks. 

Effective as to entries covering em¬ 
broidery re-exports and exportations of 
other commodities, the exports of which 
had an annual average value under $2 
million for the years 1962-1963, licensed 
for export beginning December 1, 1964, 
conversions of the Philippine peso for 
customs purposes shall proceed 100 per¬ 
cent at the ’•Free” rate of exchange as 
certified for the date of exportation by 
the Federal Reserve Bank of New York. 

The directions in T.D. 55619. authoriz¬ 
ing conversion of the Philippine peso on 
the basis of a composite of 20 percent at 
the “Official" rate of exchange and 80 
percent at the “Free" rate of exchange, 
continue In force os to commodities that 
remain subject to the 20-percent reten¬ 
tion of export proceeds by direction of 
the Central Bank's memorandum to au¬ 
thorized agent banks dated December 2, 
1964. namely; 

1. Copra 

2. Centrifugal sugar. 

3. Logs. 

4. Coconut oU. 

5 Abaca (hemp). 

6 Copper con can tratea. 

7. Desiccated coconut. 


8. Plywood. 

0. Iron area. 

10. Copra meal/cake/pellet* expcller. 

11. Copper and allvcr concentrates. 

12. Canned pineapple. 

13. Leaf tobacco. 

14. Refractory chrome ore. 

18. Molasse*. 

Jd. Lumber. 

17. Reaned augur. 

18. Comstock. 

10. Veneers. 

20. Scrap, strip/filler/stem tobacco. 

21. Abaca rope (cordage). 

22. Pineapple Juice. 

23. Pollard. 

The rates of exchange certified for the 
Philippine peso for the period December 
1-4. 1964, were published In the Janu¬ 
ary 14. 1965. issue of the weekly Treas¬ 
ury Decisions. Such rates for subse¬ 
quent dates of exportation appear in each 
succeeding weekly issue. 

tszALl Lxsrra D. Johnson, 

Acting Commissioner of Customs . 

|F.R Doc. 65-4606; Pi lad. Apr. 30, 1968; 
8:47 am.) 


(Antidumping—AA 8433-rJ 


INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT 
ASSN. 

Order Relating to Specific Commodity 
Rates 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautic* 
Board at Us office in Washington. DC., 
on the 27th day of April 1965. 

There has been filed with the Board, 
pursuant to section 412<a) of the Fedefi) 
Aviation Act of 1958 (the act) and Part 
261 of the Board’s Economic Regulation* 
an agreement between various air car¬ 
riers. foreign air carriers, and other car¬ 
riers, embodied In the resolutions of 
Joint Conference 1-2-3 of the Intern* 
tlonal Air Transport Association 'IATA.V 
and adopted pursuant to the provision* « 
Resolution 590 dealing with spedfle 
commodity rates. 

The agreement, adopted pursuant to 
unproteated notices to the carriers ana 
promulgated in IATA 8tatus Report No. 
11, names an additional specific com¬ 
modity rate as set forth below. 

Item 1100—Fun, hide*, pelt* and dtlar. 
parts thereof: OM< excluding we-mog *F 
pare!, 283 eentt per kg., minimum ▼«? *** 
100 kgs . Calcutta to New York 


TITANIUM DIOXIDE FROM 
WEST GERMANY 

Withholding of Appraisement Notice 

Apkxl 27,1965. 

Pursuant to section 201(b) of the Anti¬ 
dumping Act, 1921, as amended (19 
UJ3.C. 160(b)), notice is hereby given 
that there are reasonable grounds to 
believe or suspect, from information 
presented to me, that the purchase price 
of titanium dioxide, pigment grade. Im¬ 
ported from West Oermany, manufac¬ 
tured by Farbenfabrikcn Bayer A. G.. 
Leverkusen, Germany, is less, or likely to 
be less, than the foreign market value as 
defined by sections 203 and 205. respec¬ 
tively. of the Antidumping Act. 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. (162 and 164)). 
The investigation is limited to the trans¬ 
actions of the above-Identified firm. 

Customs officers arc being directed to 
withhold appraisement of titanium di¬ 
oxide. pigment grade, imported from 
West Germany, manufactured by Far- 
benfabriken Bayer A. O.. Leverkusen, 
Germany, In accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of i 14.9 of the Customs Regula¬ 
tions 1 19 CFR 14.9). 

The Information alleging that the 
merchandise under consideration was 
being sold at less than fair value within 
the meaning of the Antidumping Act was 


The Board, acting pursuant to sectioM 
102, 204(a> and 412 of the act doetiw 
find the subject agreement to be ad«n* 
to the public Interest or to vloatlono 
the act. provided that approvnl tJwrco. 
is conditioned aa hereinafter ordered 
Accordingly, U la ordered: 

That Agreement C.A.B. 18109. B-t 
tie approved, provided that «»**S2*3 
shall not constitute approval of the spe¬ 
cific commodity descriptions rental 
therein for purposes of tariff pubU«rtW». 

Any air carrier party to the „ M !!X 
naent. or any Interested person. 
within 15 days from the date of 
this order, submit statements In 
containing reasons deemed APP r ?P I “‘ ' 
together with supporting data, inwr 
port of or In opposition to the 
action herein. An original 
copies of the statement should 
with the Board's Docket Section. ™ 
Board may. upon consideration 
such statements filed, modify orre* 

Its action herein by subsequent 

This order will be published In the Ttf 
era l Racism. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Bi*ard 

[sealI Harold R. Sapm**^ 

qfl 19& 

|P.B. Doc. es-iflai: Piled. Apr. 

8:«8 ■ml 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No*. 15668. 15708; PCC 65M-524) 

CHICAGOLAND TV CO. AND CHI¬ 
CAGO FEDERATION OF LABOR 

AND INDUSTRIAL UNION COUNCIL 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of Frederick B. 
Livingston and Thomas L. Davis, d/b as 
Chlcagolanc* TV Co.. Chicago. HI.. Docket 
So 15868. File No. BPCT-3116; Chicago 
Federation of Labor and Industrial 
Union Council. Chicago. III,. Docket No. 
15708. Flic No. BPCT-3439; for construc¬ 
tion permit for new television broadcast 
itailon (Channel 38). 

Tbe Hearing Examiner having for con- 
ilderatlon a motion to continue the date 
for recommencement of the hearing filed 
by Chicago Federation of Labor and In¬ 
dustrial Union Council on April 26. 1965. 
together with the averments contained 
therein that the other parties hereto 
have consented to immediate grant of 
the requested relief; 

It appearing that good cause for the 
requested continuance has been shown; 

/f U ordered. This 27th day of April 
1965. that the hearing now scheduled to 
recommence on May 4. 1965. is continued 
to May ll, 1965. at 10 a.m. in the offices 
of the Commission at Washington. D.C. 

Released: April 28, 1965. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

IsialI Ben P. Waple, 

Secretary . 

Doc. 65-4611; Piled. Apr. SO. 1965; 
8:47 am,) 


lDocket No 12865; PCC 65M 528) 

CHRONICLE PUBLISHING CO. 

(KRON-TV) 

Order Continuing Hearing 

(« In i^ appllcal,on of Chronicle Publls 
“« Ca iKRON-TV). San Francis 
Docket No. 12865. File No. BPC 
f0r 5 0nstruc *lon permit to Inc res 
»W«m» height. 

Examiner having urn) 
“miration pleading filed April I 
^lf of Chronicle Publlshl 
**r*n^ <,ucsl1118 l h*t the hearing co 
“27 scheduled for April 30.19i 
rf^ hedulod for Jun « 15. 1965; 

that chr onlclc along wl 
recontwi^? ®°- have filed petitions I 
Comn5!«i rat , on ln connection with t 
order s . m cmorandum opinion a 
65-98)^ February 11. 1965 <F< 

01,11 Bood 001 
PendUi^bX^ ?i ea l lngs are curren 
AccanuZ , re lhe Commission; 

U "tered. This 2* 
fertile^ A hJ?i|i 9 ” th at the hearing cc 
30, 1965 bTSuftE scheduled for Ap 
‘chrdu'ed r„? n ? *** samc ,s hereby i 
thTc„™ m f t or , J u n c 15. 1965. 10 a.m., 
DC. C mraissl on’» offices. Washingh 


Released: April 28. 1965. 

Federal Communications 

COMMISSION. 

I seal 1 Ben P. Wap lx. 

Secretary . 

|PR. Doc. 65-4612; Piled. Apr. 30. 1965; 
8:47 a m | 


(Docket Noe 16973. 159741 

DIXIE BROADCASTING CO. INC. AND 
TUPELO BROADCASTING CO., INC. 

Order Designating Applications for 

Consolidated Hearing on Stated 

Issues 

In re applications of Dixie Broadcast¬ 
ing Co., Inc., Tupelo. Miss.. Docket No. 
15973. File No. BPH-4423; requests: 98.5 
me, #253: 100 kw; 246.5 ft.; Tupelo 
Broadcasting Co., Inc., Tupelo, Miss.. 
Docket No. 15974. File No. BPH-4461; 
requests: 98.5 me, #253; 100 kw; 378 ft.; 
for construction permits. 

The Commission, by the Chief of the 
Broadcast Bureau under delegated au¬ 
thority. considered the above-captioned 
applications on April 27th, 1965. 

It appearing, that, except as indicated 
by the issues specified below, each of the 
applicants is legally, technically, finan¬ 
cially. and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate as proposed; and 

It further appearing that the above- 
captioned applications are mutually ex¬ 
clusive In that operation by the appli¬ 
cants as proposed would result in mu¬ 
tually destructive Interference with each 
other; and 

It further appearing, that, the popula¬ 
tion, as well as the area, to be served by 
applicants proposals differ substantially 
in number and size, and that for purposes 
of comparison, the areas and popula¬ 
tions within the respective 1 mv/m con¬ 
tours. together with the availability of 
other FM services (at least 1 mv/m) 
within such areas will be considered in 
the hearing ordered below for the pur¬ 
pose of determining whether a compara¬ 
tive preference should be afforded either 
applicant; and 

It further appearing, that, in view of 
the foregoing, the Commission in unable 
to make the statutory finding that a 
grant of the applications would serve the 
public interest, convenience, and neces¬ 
sity. and is of the opinion that the appli¬ 
cations must be designated for hearing in 
a consolidated proceeding on the issues 
set forth below; 

It is ordered. That, pursuant to section 
309(e) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the applications are 
designated for hearing In a consolidated 
proceeding, at a time and place to be 
specified In a subsequent order, upon the 
following Issues: 

1. To determine the area and popula¬ 
tion within each of the proposed 1 mv/m 
contours and the availability of other 
FM service (at least 1 mv/m) to such 
areas and populations. 

2. TP determine, on a comparative 
basis, w hich of the proposals would better 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity in light of the evidence ad¬ 
duced pursuant to the foregoing Issue 
and the record made with respect to the 


significant differences between the appli¬ 
cants as to: 

(a) The background and experience of 
each having a bearing on its ability to 
own and operate the FM broadcast sta¬ 
tion as proposed. 

(b) The proposals of each with respect 
to the management and operation of the 
FM broadcast station as proposed. 

<c) The programming services pro¬ 
posed in each of the above-captioned 
applications. 

3. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues which, if either, of the appli¬ 
cations should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants herein, pursuant to 
9 1.221(c) of the Commission rules, in 
person or by attorney, shall, within 20 
days of the maiUng of this order, file 
with the Commission in triplicate, a writ¬ 
ten appearance stating an Intention to 
appear on the date fixed for the hearing 
and present evidence on the issues speci¬ 
fied ln this order. 

It is further ordered. That the appli¬ 
cants herein shall, pursuant to section 
311 (a) (2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and i 1.594 of the 
Commission s rules, give notice of the 
hearing, either Individually or, if feasible 
and consistent with the rules. Jointly, 
within the time and in the manner pre¬ 
scribed in such rule, and shall advise the 
Commission of the publication of such 
notice as required by $ 1.594(g) of the 
rules. 

It is further ordered. That, the issues 
in the above-captioned proceeding may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by a 
party to the proceeding, and upon suffi¬ 
cient allegations of fact in support there¬ 
of. by the addition of the following issue: 

To determine whether the funds avail¬ 
able to the applicant will give reasonable 
assurance that the proposals set forth in 
the application will be effectuated. 

Released: April 28. 1965. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal! Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary . 

| PR. Doc. 65-4613: Piled. Apr. 30. 1065; 
8:47 ft.m.) 


(Docket Nos. 1597$. 159761 

REGIONAL BROADCASTING CORP. 
AND EVERGREEN ENTERPRISES, INC. 

Order Designating Applications for 
Consolidated Hearing on Stated 
Issues 

In re applications of Regional Broad¬ 
casting Corp.. Loveland. Colo.. Docket 
No. 15975, File No. BPH-4708; requests: 
102.3 me. #272; 3 kw; -82 ft.; Ever¬ 
green Enterprises, Inc., Loveland. Colo, 
Docket No. 15976. File No. BPH-4779; 
requests: 102.3 me. #272; 3 kw; 5 ft.; for 
construction permits. 

The Commission, by the Chief of the 
Broadcast Bureau under delegated au¬ 
thority. considered the captioned appli¬ 
cations on April 27, 1965; 
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NOTICES 


It appearing* that* except as Indicated 
by the Issues specified below, each of the 
applicants is legally, technically, finan¬ 
cially. and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct and operate as proposed; and 

It further appearing that the above- 
captioned applications are mutually ex¬ 
clusive in that concurrent operation 
would result in mutually destructive 
interference; and 

It further appearing, that, in view of 
the foregoing, the Commission is unable 
to make the statutory finding that a 
grant of the subject applications would 
serve the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity, and is of the opinion that 
the applications must be designated for 
hearing in a consolidated proceeding on 
the issues set forth below; 

It is ordered . That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309*e) of the Communications Act 
of 1934. as amended, the applications 
arc designated for hearing in a consoli¬ 
dated proceeding, at a time and place 
to be specified in a subsequent order, 
upon the following issues: 

1. To determine which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better serve the pub¬ 
lic interest, in light of the evidence 
adduced and the record made with re¬ 
spect to the significant differences be¬ 
tween the applicants as to: 

(a) The background and experience 
of each having a bearing on the appli¬ 
cant's ability to own and operate the 
proposed FM broadcast station. 

(b) The proposals of each of the ap¬ 
plicants with respect to management and 
operation of the proposed station. 

(c) The programming services pro¬ 
posed in each of the applications. 

2. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issue, which of the applications 
should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the applicants herein, pursuant 
to ft 1.221(c) of the Commission's rules, 
in person or by attorney, shall, within 
20 days of the mailing of this order, file 
with the Commission in triplicate, a writ¬ 
ten appearance stating an intention to 
appear on the date fixed for the hearing 
and present evidence on the issues speci¬ 
fied in this order. 

It is further ordered , That the appli¬ 
cants herein shall, pursuant to section 
311 (a) (2) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and t 1.594 of the 
Commission's rules, give notice of the 
hearing, either individually or, if feas¬ 
ible and consistent with the rules, 
jointly, within the time and in the man¬ 
ner prescribed in such rule, and shall ad¬ 
vise the Commission of the publication 
of such notice as required by f 1.594(g) 
of the rules. 

It is further ordered . That, the issues 
in the abovc-captioned proceedings may 
be enlarged by the Examiner, on his own 
motion or on petition properly filed by 
a party to the proceeding, and upon 
sufficient allegations of fact in support 
thereof, by the addition of the following 
issue: 


To determine whether the funds avail¬ 
able to the applicant will give reasonable 
assurance that the proposals set forth 
in the application will be effectuated. 

Released: April 28, 1965. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal) Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

IFJL Doc. 66-4614; Filed. Apr. 30. 1066; 
0.47 n.m 1 

(Docket Noe. 15841—15843; FCC 65M-527| 

WTCN TELEVISION, INC. (WTCN-TV) 
ET At. 

Order Continuing Hearing 

In re applications of WTCN Television, 
Inc. (WTCN-TV), Minneapolis. Minn., 
Docket No. 15841, File No. BPCT-2850; 
Midwest Radio-Television, Inc. <WCCO- 
TV), Minneapolis. Minn., Docket No. 
15842. File No. BPCT-3292; United Tele¬ 
vision, Inc. (KMSP-TV). Minneapolis. 
Minn.. Docket No. 15843. File No. BPCT- 
3293; for construction permits. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration joint petition filed April 21, 
1965. on behalf of WTCN Television. Inc., 
and United Television, Inc., applicants 
herein, in which petitioners request a re¬ 
vision of procedural dates heretofore 
scheduled and that the hearing now 
scheduled for June 15, 1965. be resched¬ 
uled for June 29. 1965. or such other date 
as may fit the Hearing Examiner's 
schedule, and comments filed April 22. 
1965 on behalf of the Association of Max¬ 
imum Service Telecasters, Inc.; 

It appearing that MST pleads that its 
counsel presently have a conflict with 
the requested hearing date of June 29, 
1965, with a matter now in hearing be¬ 
fore another Hearing Examiner; 

It further appearing that good cause 
exists why said joint petition should be 
granted; that the hearing should be re¬ 
scheduled for a date other than June 29, 
1965, and there is no other objection 
thereto; 

Accordingly, it is ordered , This 28th 
day of April 1965, that the petition Is 
granted and that the exchange of appli¬ 
cant's affirmative exhibits shall be on or 
before May 17, 1965; that respondents* 
replies or negative exhibits shall be ex¬ 
changed on or before June 16, 1965, and 
that the notification of witnesses desired 
for cross-examination shall be accom¬ 
plished on or before June 22. 1965; 

It Is further ordered , That the hearing 
now scheduled for June 15, 1965, be and 
the same is hereby rescheduled for July 
19. 1965, 10 am.. In the Commission's 
offices, Washington, D C. 

Released: April28,1965. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

(seal) Ben F. Waple. 

Secretary. 

(FH Doc. 65-4615; Filed. Apr. 30. 1965; 
8:47 anuj 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

PACIFIC COAST-AUSTRALASIAN 
TARIFF BUREAU 

Notice of Agreement Filed for 
Approval 

Notice is hereby given that iht follot. 
ing agreement has been filed with the 
Commission for approval pur&utuit to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act. 1916. u 
amended (39 Stmt. 733. 75 Stat. 7S3. 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect sad 
obtain a copy of the agreement.o &t the 
Washington office of the Federal Mari- 
time Commission. 1321 II Street NW, 
Room 301; or may inspect a reemmti 
at the offices of the District Mamgtn, 
New York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., sad 
San Francisco, Calif. Comments with 
reference to an agreement including a 
request for hearing, if desired, may bt 
submitted to the Secretary. Fcdml 
Maritime Commission, Washic ton, DC, 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Rrcism 
A copy of any such statement should Also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement (as indicated hereinafter) 
and the comments should Indicate that 
this has been done. 

Notice of agreement filed for approval 
by: 

Mr. W. C. OMloway. Chairman. Pariflr Cw*- 

Auatralajilan Tariff Bureau. 655 . t xu*rArn*nto 

Street, 8an Francisco, Califs 94111. 

Agreement 50-14 between the member 
lines of the Pacific Ooast-Anstralsiltn 
Tariff Bureau has been filed with Ux 
Commission for approval to modify tlx 
admission, withdrawal, and cxpuWcai 
provisions of the basic agreement, pursu¬ 
ant to General Order 9 (46 CFR Part 
523), 

Dated: April 28.1965. 

By order of the Federal Maritime Com¬ 
mission* 

Thomas Lisi. 

Secretary. 

IFJt. Doc. 65-4608: Filed. Apr. 30. lK$; 
8:47 a-m-1 

AMERICAN EXPORT ISBRANDTSEN 

LINES, INC., AND SEAT RAIN UNIS. 
INC. 

Nolle* of Agr««monl Filed f° r 
Approval 

Notice Is hereby given that 
Ing agreement has been filed with 
Commission for approval pur**" ~ 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
amended (39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat 763. 

UJ5.C.814). . ^ A „do6- 

Interested parties may *»*?** *?? 5 
tain a copy of the agrccrneni's 
Washington office of the Federal 
time Commission, 1321 H 
Room 301; or may *S 

at the offices of the District 
New York. N.Y.. New Orleans, ^ ^ 
San Francisco. Calif. Comments 
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Saturday. May I, 1965 

Ferenc* to an agreement including a 
reqwrt for hearing, if desired, may be 
submitted to the Secretary. Federal Mari- 
tiae CommUslon. Washington. D.C.. 
20573, within 20 days after publication 
4 thU notice in the Fshdul Register. 
A copr of any such statement should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
ureemfni us indicated hereinafter) 
sad the comments should indicate that 
iha lias been done. 

Notice of a-Tcexnent filed for approval 
to 

llr fUrvty M. Flit tor, Assistant Traffic Man¬ 
ner, Se«itrain Linri. Inc.. 595 River Road. 
EdfWAter. N J. 

Agreement 9395-1 between American 
Export Ishrandtsen Lines, Inc., and Sea- 
train Lines. Inc., modifies a through bill¬ 
ing arrangement by adding Israel ports 
m origin ports to the trade from ports in 
India, Pakistan. Ceylon. Persian Gulf, 
Red Sea, and Gulf of Aden ports, and 
ports in Egypt, Lebanon. Syria, Turkey, 
and Greece to Puerto Rico with tran¬ 
shipment at the port of New York, N.Y., 
under terms and conditions set forth in 
the basic agreement. 

Dated: April 28.1955. 

By order of the Federal Maritime Com- 

Thomas Lzsl 

Secretary. 

t?R Doc. 65-4009; Filed, Apr. 80, 1965; 

8:47 am.] 


I 0. SMITH INTER-OCEAN, INC., 
ET AL. 

Notice of Agreement* Filed for Ap- 
pcovol end Agreement Subject to 
Cancellation 


hertby Riven that the follow- 
“i weight forwarder cooperative work* 
y Omemcnts have been filed with the 
mmtssion for approval pursuant tc 
Shipping Act, 1916. a* 

UsTmc ' 39 Sut ' 733, 75 sut 763 - 4£ 

J*?** PRrtle* may inspect and ob- 
Wi*ht,f? py of toe agreements at the 
ttoT(^. 0 ? lce ot the p «lcral Marl- 
rwm 3 m^ lon - 1321 H Street NW. 

reference tc 

he& »g<.vment including a request foi 
may be submitted tc 
ai«STw£! , l Pederal Maritime Com- 
y “hh’Rton. DC.. 20573. within 
In p ’ lbllc *tlon of this notice 

meb staLrmr-n. Regis ™- A copy of any 
Ih«il?2£ , £ t r ° r **2“* for * hearlns 
Partiw in 4 K Jor ^arded to each of the 
h «relnarS r ^ he *® re u ment (as Indicated 
iodic*u. Yh,l ?u, d ? e conimc nU should 
that thU has been done. 

•Wementa 1, . ldicate< l. these 

t ‘ v e»orkm E ^L^ 0nexc,U8lve> C£»Pera- 
the partie. 8 ^' rangetncn ts under which 
*»rdin* ****«» freight for- 

^n«imd^tIX cach other. For- 
u WHi on each Bre to be agreed 

2?®«^ SETM' ,? ceBn freight 

!*t*een the par ^ M te <Uvl4ed «* iMrrced 
y 1 toe- New 

** ^.c J< Xh- ^ * *»■ 

"■-- 


Uno Shipping Co.. Inc., New York. 

N.Y.. The IllpAge Co., Inc., Nor¬ 
folk. V*.FF-1826 

Oulf Florida Terminal Co., Tump*. 

Fla., Oceanic Forwarding Co.. San 

Francisco. Calif_FP-1827 

William H. Mawon, Inc., Baltimore. 

Md., Freedman & Slater, Inc., New 

York. N Y.FF-1833 

Robbins Forwarding Co, New York. 

N.Y.. The Coitmon Co.. Balti¬ 
more. Md...FF-1834 

United States Forwarding Carp- 
New York. N.Y., Allen Forwarding 

Co., Philadelphia. Pa.— FP-1836 

Dixie Forwarding Co.. Inc., Houston. 

Tex, Copeland Shipping, Inc,, 

New York. N Y. PF-1838 

Amersped. Iwc„ New York. N.Y„ 

Latin American Cargo Expediters, 

Miami. Fla.. FF-1839 

Inge Sc Co, Inc.. New York. N.Y„ 

I. C. Harris A Co . Detroit. Mldu. FF-1840 
William H. Masson, Inc., Baltimore, 

Md., Colony Shipping Co.. Inc., 

New York, N.Y_ FF-1841 

Gerard F. Tujaguc, Inc.. New Or¬ 
leans. La., Ocorge A. 8tattel. New 

York. N.Y_FP-1842 

William H. Masson, Inc., Baltimore. 

Md . Salentlne Sc Co.. Inc., Mil¬ 
waukee. WlS--- FF-184S 

Inge & Company, New York. N.Y„ 

T. J. Hanson. Inc.. Beaumont. 

Tex...-.FF-1844 

Paul A. Boulo. Mobile, Ala., Robert 

L. Keller, Miami, Fla_FF-1845 

O. 8. Doyle Oo.. Inc.. New York. 

N.Y.. Baxter Co. Customhouse 

Brokers, Inc.. New Orleans, La_FF-1848 

James E. Fox Ac Co.. Inc., New York. 

N.Y., Godwin Shipping Co., Inc., 

Mobile. Ala__ FP-1847 

I. C. Harr la A Co., Detroit, Mich.. 

Frederick Richards. Inc., Charles¬ 
ton, 8X5. FF-1848 

H. A. Oogarty. Inc.. New York, N.Y„ 

C. H. Powell Co* Inc.. Boston, 

Mass---FP -1849 

R. F. Downing & Co.. Inc., New York, 

N.Y* L C. Harris Co.. Detroit, 

Mich--FF-1850 

Dyson Shipping Oo . Inc.. New York, 

N.Y.. Godwin Shipping Oo„ Mo¬ 
bile. Ala-FT-1851 

H. Stone Sc Co., New York. N.Y., Jud- 
soa Sheldon Intemauonal Corp. 

(all offices), New York. N.Y_FF-1852 

United Forwarders Service. Miami. 0 

Fla., Southern Shipping Co.. 

Jacksonville. Fla_FP-1853 

Inge Sc Co.. Inc., New York. N.Y,, 

William H. Masson, Inc.. Balti¬ 
more. Md- FF-1854 

Express Forwarding Sc Storage Co.. 

Inc.. New York. N.Y.. Waters Ship¬ 
ping Co.. Wilmington. N.C_FF-1855 

A. V. Berner Sc Co., Inc.. New York. 

N.Y* Farrell Shipping Oo., Inc.. 

New Orleans. La...___FF 1858 

Chat. Kura Co., Philadelphia. Pa.. 
Nordstrom Freighting Corp., New 

York. N.Y-J_FF1857 

Layden Shipping Corp.. New York. 

N.Y., Buckley Sc Co.. Houston. 

T&x....FT-1800 

Seaport Shipping Co. (Seattle) 

8eattle. Wash., F. V. Valdes Sc Co , 

Inc., San Francisco. Calif_FT -1860 

J. B. Wood Shipping Co„ Inc., New 

York. N.Y, Buckley Sc Co., Hous¬ 
ton. Tex...FF-1862 

International Expediters. Inc., New 
York. N.Y , William R. Fllbln Sc 

Co., Inc.. Detroit, Mich_FF-1863 

Wilfred Schade 6c Oo., Inc., Newport 
News. Va„ Kersten Shipping 

Agency. Inc.. New York. N.Y_FF-1864 

John A. Merritt & Co., Pensacola, 

Fla.. The Hlpoge Co., Inc.. Nor- 


The A. W. Fenton Co.. Inc., Cleve¬ 
land. Ohio, Samuel Shapiro Sc Co.. 

Inc.. Baltimore. Md-FF-1860 

Paul A. Boulo. Mobile. Ala., Ander¬ 
son Shipping Co., Savannah. G*.. FF-1867 
Triangle Forwarding Corp.. New 
York, N.Y* X. J. Bdwords Inti, 

Chicago. lU...FT-1868 

Daniel F. Young. Inc , New York. 

N.Y.. Geo. 6. Bush Sc Co, Inc, 

Portland. Oreg_FF-1809 

Agreement FF-1828 between H. Stone 
k Co.. New York. N.Y.. and J. H. Russell. 
New Orleans. La . Is a working arrange¬ 
ment under which ocean freight broker¬ 
age shall be divided equally between the 
parties or as agreed after negotiation. 

Agreement FF-1829 between Advance 
Shipping Co.. Houston, Tex., and Nolan 
Shipping Co.. New Orleans. La.. Is a 
working arrangement under which for¬ 
warding and service fees are as $5 per 
shipment, providing originating party 
supplies partially completed documents 
and 75 percent of ocean freight compen¬ 
sation will be retained by originating 
party and 25 percent by party handling 
shipment through their port. 

Agreement FF-1831 between Alonso 
Shipping Co.. New Orleans, La. and Ma¬ 
rine Forwarding Co., Inc.. New York. 
N.Y. is a working agreement under which 
forwarding and service fees are $5 per 
shipment. Special services remain sub¬ 
ject to negotiation and agreement on 
each transaction, depending upon the 
services to be performed. Division of 
ocean freight compensation will be 40 
percent for Alonso Shipping Co. and 60 
percent for Marine Forwarding Co., Inc. 

Agreement FF-1832 between Wilming¬ 
ton Shipping Co., Wilmington, N.C. 
party <a> and Major Forwarding Co., 
Inc., New York, N.Y. party (b> is a 
working agreement whereby on ship¬ 
ments loaded at Wilmington. N.C., party 
(b> agrees to pay party (a) $3 for com¬ 
pleting Export Declarations and filing 
them with the Custom House. Ocean 
freight compensation, to be retained by 
party (b) who will perform the booking 
of the space. 

Agreement FF-1837 between Eagle. 
Inc., Miami, Flo. party <a) and Major 
Forwarding Co., Inc., New York, N.Y. 
party <b> Is a working agreement where¬ 
as shipments loaded at Miami, party (b) 
agrees to pay party (a) $3 for completing 
Export Declarations and filing them with 
the Custom House. Ocean freight com¬ 
pensation. to be retained by party <b) 
who will perform the booking of the 
space. 

Agreement FF-1858 between C. S. 
Greene k Co., Inc., Chicago. Ill. and The 
Hlpoge Co.. Inc., Norfolk, Va.. Is a co¬ 
operative working agreement under 
which forwarding and service fees are 
$7.50 per shipment; special services re¬ 
main subject to negotiation and agree¬ 
ment on each transaction. Ocean freight 
brokerage to be divided on the basis of 
50 percent for The Hipage Co.. Inc., and 
50 percent for C. S. Greene k Co.. Inc, 
Agreement FF-1859 between H. L. 
Ziegler, Inc., Houston. Tex. and Bennett 
Forwarding Co.. Houston. Tex. is a work¬ 
ing agreement under which forwarding 
and service fees arc subject to negotia¬ 
tion each transaction. Ocean freight 
compensation is to be divided equally 
between the parties. 
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Notice of agreement subject to can¬ 
cellation: 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing independent ocean freight forwarder 
cooperative working agreement approved 
by the Commission pursuant to section 
15 of the Shipping Act. 1916. as 
amended <39 Stat. 733. 75 Stat. 763. 46 
U.S.C. 814) is scheduled for cancella¬ 
tion; inasmuch as the parties to the 
agreement have requested in writing that 
the agreement be terminated. 

The parties to the following agree¬ 
ment have requested that it be cancelled 
in accordance with its terms. 

Paul A. Boulo. Mobile. Ala.. Dyson 
Shipping Co,, Inc,. New York, 

N Y .-.. FF-1334 

Dated: April 28.1965. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

|F.R. Doc, 65-4610; Filed. Apr. 30, 1065; 
8:47 a m.\ 

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

(Declaration of Disaster Area 521) 

ALABAMA 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of April 1965. because 
of the effects of certain disasters, dam¬ 
age resulted to residences and business 
property located in De Kalb and Jackson 
Counties In the State of Alabama; 

Whereas the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration has investigated and has re¬ 
ceived other reports of Investigations of 
conditions In the areas affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that the 
conditions in such areas constitute a ca¬ 
tastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act, as amended. 

Now, therefore, as Executive Admin¬ 
istrator of the Small Business Adminis¬ 
tration, I hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans 
under the provisions of section 7(b)(1) 
of the Small Business Act. as amended, 
may be received and considered by the 
offices below Indicated from persons or 
firms whose property, situated in the 
aforesaid counties and areas adjacent 
thereto, suffered damage or destruction 
resulting from tornadoes and accom¬ 
panying conditions occurring on or about 
April 15.1965. 

Omcz 

Small Business Administration Regional Of¬ 
fice, 2030 First Avenue. North. Birmingham, 
Ala., 35203. 

2. Temporary offices will be established 
in such areas as are considered neces¬ 
sary, addresses to be announced locally. 

3. Applications for disaster loans under 
the authority of this Declaration will not 
be accepted subsequent to October 31. 
1965. 

Dated: April 21, 1965. 

Ross D. Davis. 
Executive Administrator . 

fF-R. Doc. 65-4571: Filed. Apr. 30. 1965; 
8:45 a.m] 


(Declaration of Disaster Area 520] 

NORTH DAKOTA 
Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of April 1965, because 
of the effects of certain disasters, damage 
resulted to residences and business prop¬ 
erty located In Pembina. Walsh, and 
Grand Forks Counties in the State of 
North Dakota; 

Whereas the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration has investigated and has re¬ 
ceived other reports of investigations of 
conditions in the areas affected; 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions. I find that the 
conditions in such areas constitute a 
catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act, as amended. 

Now. therefore, as Executive Admin¬ 
istrator of the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration, I hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans un¬ 
der the provisions of section 7(b)(1) of 
the Small Business Act, as amended, may 
be received and considered by the Office 
below indicated from persons or firms 
whose property, situated in the aforesaid 
counties and areas adjacent thereto, suf¬ 
fered damage or destruction resulting 
from floods and accompanying condi¬ 
tions occurring on or about April 17.1965. 

Office 

Small Builnesa Administration Regional 

Office. 207 North Fifth Street. Fargo. N. 

Dak .58102. 

2. Applications for disaster loans under 
the authority of this Declaration will not 
be accepted subsequent to October 31, 
1965. 

Dated: April 20.1965. 

Ross D. Davis, 
Executive Administrator . 

|F8. Doc 65-4572; Filed. Apr. 30. 1965: 

8:45 ajn ] 


(Declaration of Disaster Area 519] 

TENNESSEE 

Declaration of Disaster Area 

Whereas, it has been reported that 
during the month of April 1965, because 
of the effects of certain disasters, dam¬ 
age resulted to residences and business 
property located in Bradley, Cumber¬ 
land. and Knox Counties in the State of 
Tennessee; 

Whereas the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration has investigated and has re¬ 
ceived other reports of investigations of 
conditions in the areas affected: 

Whereas, after reading and evaluating 
reports of such conditions, I find that the 
conditions in such areas constitute a 
catastrophe within the purview of the 
Small Business Act. as amended. 

Now, therefore, as Executive Admin¬ 
istrator of the Small Business Admin¬ 
istration. I hereby determine that: 

1. Applications for disaster loans under 
the provisions of section 7(b)(1) of the 
Small Business Act. as amended, may be 
received and considered by the offices 
below indicated from persons or firms 
whose property, situated in the afore¬ 
said counties and areas adjacent thereto, 
suffered damage or destruction resulting 


from tornadoes and accompanying C0G . 
ditions occurring on or about April u 
and 15,1965. 

Office 

Small Bu«lne*s A d m i ni stration Regtocua Of* 
flee. 500 Union 8treet. Noah vine, ltan 
37219. 

2. Temporary offices will be esut- 
lished in such areas as are necessary 
addresses to be announced locally. 

3. Applications for disaster loam un¬ 
der the authority of this Declaration wifi 
not be accepted subsequent to October lb 
1965. 

Dated: April 19.1965 

Ross D Davis, 
Executive Administrator. 

(F.R. Doc. 65-4573: Fllrd. Apr. 30. 1)& 
8:45 ajn. | 


[Delegation of Authority 30; Diuifer 1) 

FINDLAY, OHIO 

Delegation Relating to Finance! 
Assistance Functions 


L Pursuant to the authority delefatri 
to the Regional Director by Dcicflitioi 
of Authority No. 30 (Revision 10), U 
F.R. 3254, there is hereby reaelegaudto 
the Manager of Findlay, Ohio Disaia? 
Field Office the following authority. 

A. Financial assistance. 1- To Ap¬ 
prove and decline disaster loans in is 
amount not exceeding $100,000. 

2. To execute loan auth^riratJons P 
Washington and Regional Office ip- 
proved loans and for disaster loons ip- 
proved under delegated authority, «« 
execution to read as follows: 


By 


ICOE7U P. FOUt 


Manager, Disath r Field Ofie* 

3. To cancel, reinstate IU0< ^T^ 
unend authorization for disaster 
Approved under delegated authority 

4. To disburse unsecured d. i 

loans. _. , 

5. To extend the dlsbuis nient 

an disaster loan authorizations or ukw 
oursed portions of disaster loans. 

n. The authority deJoRatcd nm® 
may not be redclegated. a 

III. All authority deteffotod tog 
may be exercised by any SBA 
designated as Acting Manager of two 
aster field office. 

Effective date: April 21. 19® 5 - 
Henry P. Kosliko. 

Regie rial Director. 

Cleveland •0™* 


FR. Doc. 65-4574; Filed. Apr 


30 1^* 


(Delegation of Authority 30.I 

TOLEDO, OHIO 

Delegation Relating to Finon 
Assistance Functions 

I. Pursuant to the authority| 
to the Regional Director by fJi 

Authority No. 30 (Revision! -O- ^ 

3254. there is hereby redci^ai^^ 
Manager of Toledo. Ohio V - 
nfnm the following authority* 
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Saturday. May 1, 1965 

A. Financial assistance. 1. To approve 
iad decline disaster loans in an amount 

not exceeding $100,000. 

2 . To execute loan authorizations for 
Wwhlnrton and Regional Office ap- 
;™ved loans and for disaster loans ap¬ 
proved under delegated authority, said 

execution to read as follows: 

Kucrwi: P. Foltt. Administrator. 

5 i:«no^er, nuaifer Field Office. 

3 To caned, reinstate, modify and 
unend authorization for disaster loans 
approved under delegated authority. 

l. To disburse unsecured disaster 

toms. 

i To extend the disbursement period 
on disaster loan authorizations or un- 
dtabursed portions of disaster loans. 

H The authority delegated herein 
may not be redelegatcd. 

m. All authority delegated herein may 
be exercised by any SB A employee desig¬ 
nated as Acting Manager of the disaster 
field office. 

Effective date: April 21.1965. 

Hunky P. Koslinc, 
Regional Director, 
Cleveland , Ohio. 

(FA Doc. 65-4675: Filed, Apr. 30, IMS; 
a 45 ».m.| 


(Delegation of Authority 30) 

SAN ANTONIO, TEX. 

Delegation of Authority To Conduct 
Program Activities in Southwestern 
Area 


. to the authority delegate 

w the Regional Director by Deleg&tlc 
^AuthorityNo.30 (Revision 10).30 P.) 

the following authority is here! 
wusated to the Chief, Financial A 
Division: 

A. ftaanefo.' assistance. 1. To appro 1 
??? disaster loans not cxce« 
W50.MO.OO (SBA’s share) when I 
J^wmiec with the specialist’s recon 

k» J n. T ?» dcellnc business and dlsast 
w»2,5 I ? l .* mouIlt ' when in concu 
U«) 1116 Jpeclj Ulst’8 recommend) 

4 ?°f s . bur ? c approved loans, 
utw business loan and dl 

h »''k| toan pfirt!c patlon sRreement wit 

loUo^° ,pprov ® w«tlon 502 loans i 

b not exceeding $50.00 

Uurp u \n ^ tIon ' oan » when the bank 

ceednoo,ooo* :Cent W m ° re — no * *° c] 

«uetorii < H 1Jn !.l 0an ap Pbcatlons In tl 
m Item 171.5. abov 
^Mhln->tnn CU ‘ e Loan Authorizations ft 

*P^^d !n*i P h Pnj . Ved ,08m ftnd f0r l0ftl 
dtleRsted *Llh C ^ rCa 0mce and undl 
^^oUows ' 7, ““ CXeCUtl0D 1 


Ko. 


jy (Rome),Admirttafrafor, 

n . . , (Name) . 

***** Financial Assistance 
Oitrisicn (City) 


8. To cancel, reinstate, modify and 
amend authorizations for business or dis¬ 
aster loans. 

9. To extend the disbursement period 
on all loan authorizations or undisbursed 
portions of loans. 

10. To approve, when requested, In ad¬ 
vance of disbursement, conformed cop¬ 
ies of notes and other closing documents; 
and certify u> the participating bank that 
such documents are in compliance with 
the participation authorization. 

11. To approve service charges by par¬ 
ticipating bank not to exceed 2 percent 
per annum on the outstanding principal 
balance of construction loans and loans 
involving accounts receivable and inven¬ 
tory financing. 

12. To take all necessary actions in 
connection with the administration, 
servicing, collection and liquidation of all 
loans and other obligations or assets, in¬ 
cluding collateral purchased; and to do 
and perform and to assent to tlic doing 
and performance of, all and every act 
and thing requisite and proper to effec¬ 
tuate the granted powers, including with¬ 
out limiting the generality of the fore¬ 
going: 

a. The assignment, endorsement, 
transfer and delivery (but In all cases 
without representation, recourse or war¬ 
ranty) of notes, claims, bonds, deben¬ 
tures, mortgages, deeds of trust, con¬ 
tracts, patents and applications there¬ 
for, licenses, certificates of stock and of 
deposit, and any other liens, powers, 
rights, charges on and interest in or to 
property of any kind, legal and equitable, 
now or hereafter held by the Small Busi¬ 
ness Administration or its Administrator; 

b. The execution and delivery of con¬ 
tracts of sale or of lease or sublease, quit¬ 
claim, bargain and sale or special war¬ 
ranty deeds, bills of sale, leases, sub¬ 
leases. assignments, subordinations, re¬ 
leases (In whole or part) of liens, satis¬ 
faction pieces, affidavits, proofs of claim 
in bankruptcy or other estates and such 
other instruments in writing as may be 
appropriate and necessary to effectuate 
the foregoing, 

c. The approval of bank applications 
for use of liquidity privilege under the 
loan guaranty plan. 

B. Eligibility determinations. To de¬ 
termine eligibility of applicants for fi¬ 
nancial assistance in accordance with 
Small Business Administration stand¬ 
ards and policies. 

C. Size determinations. To make ini¬ 
tial size determinations in all financial 
assistance cases within the meaning of 
the Small Business Size Standards Regu¬ 
lations, as amended, and further, to 
make product classification decisions for 
financial assistance purposes only. 

II. The above authority cannot be re¬ 
delegated. 

in. All authority delegated herein may 
be exercised by any Small Business Ad¬ 
min Is tmi ton employee designated as 
Acting Chief. Financial Assistance Divi¬ 
sion. 

Effective date: April 15, 1965. 

W. E. Woodman, 

Acting Regional Director. 

San Antonio . Tex. 

(PR. Doc. 65-4576; Piled. Apr. 90, 1965; 

8:45 am) 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS 
FOR RELIEF 

April 28. 1965. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance with 
Rule 1.40 of the general rules of practice 
<49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 15 days 
from the date of publication of this no¬ 
tice in the Federal Register. 

Long - and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 39736— Commodities between 
points in Texas . Filed by Texas-Louisi- 
ana Freight Bureau, agent (No. 540). for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on soy¬ 
beans, In carloads, from, to and between 
points in Texas, over interstate routes 
through adjoining states. 

Grounds for relief—Intrastate rates 
and maintenance of rates from and to 
points In other states not subject to the 
same conditions. 

Tariff—Supplement 30 to Texas - 
Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff 
I.C.C. 998. 

AGGREGAT1-OF-InTIRMXDIATES 

FSA No. 39737— Commodities between 
points in Texas. Filed by Tcx&s-Louisi- 
ana Freight Bureau, agent. (No. 540), for 
interested rail carriers. Rates on soy¬ 
beans, in carloads, from, to and between 
points in Texas, over Interstate routes 
through adjoining states. 

Grounds for relief—Maintenance of 
depressed rates published to meet intra¬ 
state competition without use of such 
rates as factors in constructing combi¬ 
nation rates. 

Tariff—Supplement 30 to Texas- 
Louisiana Freight Bureau, agent, tariff 
I.C.C. 998. 


By the Commission. 


[seal 1 Bertha F. Akmes. 

Acting Secretary. 

(PR. Doc, 65-4601; Plied. Apr. 80. 1965; 
8:46 ml 


(Notice 1164] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

April 28,1965. 

8ynopses of orders entered pursuant to 
section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act. and rules and regulations 
prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission's spe¬ 
cial rules of practice, any interested per¬ 
son may file a petition seeking reconsid¬ 
eration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending Its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC-67600. By order of April 
26, 1965, the Transfer Board approved 
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the transfer to Mustang Transportation, 
Inc., Atlanta. Oa.. of Certificates Nos. 
MC-118039, MC—118039 (Sub-No. 1). 
and MC-118039 (Sub-No. 4), issued No¬ 
vember 17, 1961, April 5, 1963, and July 

25. 1963, to A. V. Edmondson. Atlanta, 
Ga.. authorizing the transportation, over 
irregular routes, of. bananas, from New 
Orleans. La., Charleston. S.C., Mobile, 
Ala., Tampa and Port Everglades. Fla., 
to Atlanta, Ga., from New Orleans. La., 
and Charleston. S.C., to Knoxville. 
Tcnn.; from New’ Orleans, La , to Gads¬ 
den. Ala., and Johnson City, Tonn.. from 
Gulfport. Miss., to Atlanta, Ga.; and 
from Atlanta, Ga. to points in Alabama 
(except Birmingham). South Carolina 
and Tennessee; and cured hams, cured 
bacon, cured sausage, and fresh sausage. 
In vehicles equipped with mechanical re¬ 
frigeration, from the site of the meat 
processing plants of Talmadge Farms, 
Inc., and Talmadge Farms Country 
Sausage, Inc., at or near Lovejoy (Clay¬ 
ton County). Ga., to points in Alabama, 
Florida. Louisiana. Mississippi, and 
8outh Carolina. Virgil H. Smith, 236 
Title Building, Atlanta 3. Ga , attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-67643. By order of April 

26, 1965, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Hay W. Cummings. Mal- 
com, Iowa, of the operating rights issued 
by the Commission June 23. 1949, under 
Certificate No. MC-94036. to Ray W. 
Cummings and Wayne M. McClure, a 
partnership, doing business as Cummings 
and McClure, Malcom, Iowa, authoriz¬ 
ing the transportation, over Irregular 
routes, of farm machinery, from Moline 
and Sandwich. IU., to Malcom. Iowa, and 
points within 15 miles of Malcom, ex¬ 
cluding towns in this area; feed, from 
Forest Park, Ill., to Malcom. Iowa, and 
livestock, between Malcom, Iowa, and 
points within 15 miles thereof, on the one 
hand. and. on the other, Chicago. Ill. 

No. MC-FC-67735. By order of April 
22. 1965, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Claude S. Reed, Inc., 
Manchester, Md.. of the permit in Nos. 
MCM08080. MC-108080 (Sub-No. 2). and 
MC-108080 (Sub-No. 4>. issued August 
29. 1947, September 26. 1960, and De¬ 
cember 13.1963. to Claude S. Reed. Man¬ 
chester, Md.. authorizing the transporta¬ 
tion of: Silos and parts and accessories 
thereof, from White Marsh. Md., to points 
in New Jersey. Delaware, Pennsylvania, 
Maryland. West Virginia, Virginia. Con¬ 
necticut, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New York, Rhode Island, Vermont, and 
the District of Columbia, and from Fal¬ 
coner, N.Y., to points tn Pennsylvania. 
Maryland, and Ohio as specified. Donald 
E. Freemen, 172 East Green Street, Post 


Office Box 880, Westminster, Md., 21157. 
representative for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-67736. By order of April 
23. 1965, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Thelma G. Stuart, doing 
business as Stuart Trucking Co.. West 
2917 Holyoke Avenue, Spokane, Wash., 
of certificate in No. MC-59410. issued 
June 17, 1954, to John C. Stuart, doing 
business as Stuart Trucking Co.. West 
2917 Holyoke Avenue, Spokane, Wash., 
authorizing the transportation of: Man¬ 
ufactured forest products, grain, feed, 
poles, piling, milling machinery and 
equipment, building materials, livestock, 
and sand and gravel, between points in 
specified Idaho and Washington coun¬ 
ties; lumber, brick, and sewer tile, in 
truckloads, between points in specified 
Idaho and Washington counties; lum¬ 
ber, except mlllwork. In truckloads, from 
points in Bonner County. Idaho, to points 
in specified Washington counties; build¬ 
ing logs, and moldings and mastick. used 
in the erection of building logs, and 
lumber, shakes, and shingles, from points 
in Sanders County. Mont., to points in 
Washington and those in specified Idaho 
counties; and lumber, from points in 
Mineral County. Mont., to points In spec¬ 
ified counties In Idaho and Washington. 

No. MC-FC-G7742. By order of April 
20, 1965, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to Harry Mahally, Jr. and 
Lawrence P. Mahally. doing business as 
Mahally Trucking Service, Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., of the operating rights in Certificate 
No. MC-24060 issued March 21, 1941, to 
Harry Mahally. doing business as Ma¬ 
hally Trucking Service. Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., authorizing the transportation, over 
irregular routes, of; Household goods, 
between Wilkes-Barre, Pa., and points 
within 10 miles thereof, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Connecticut, 
Ohio. New York, New Jersey. Maryland. 
West Virginia, Michigan, Virginia, South 
Carolina, and the District of Columbia. 
John J. Dempsey, Jr.. Suite 1200, Miners 
National Bank Building. Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., attorney for applicants. 

No. MC-FC-67745. By order of April 
20,1965, the Transfer Board approved the 
transfer to V. Darrell Adamson & Robert 
E. Matthews, a partnership, doing busi¬ 
ness as Arrow Transfer. O'Neill, Nebr., of 
the operating rights in Certificates Nos. 
MC-99109 (Sub-No. 1) and MC-99109 
(Sub-No. 3) issued February 10, 1958, 
and June 19, 1964, to Marvin C. Frisch, 
doing business as Heuton Transfer, At¬ 
kinson. Nebr., authorizing the trans¬ 
portation, over irregular routes, of: Gen¬ 
eral commodities, with the usual excep¬ 
tions, between points in Nebraska and 


Iowa. J. Max Harding. 14th ux! J 
Streets, Lincoln. Nebr., attorney for 
plicants. 

No. MC-FC-67752. By order of April 
20. 1965, the Transfer Board approve 
the transfer to Joseph Arthur Trudeau, 
doing business as J. Arthur Trudeau | 
8ons, Warwick, R.L. of the operatic* 
rights tn Certificate No MC-73516. b- 
sued February 22, 1943, to John Doodi, 
Providence, RI, authorizing the trans¬ 
portation, over Irregular route, oi 
Household goods, as defined In Practice* 
of Motor Common Carrier': of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, bet seen Prori- 
dence. East Providence and Wet Win 
wick, RJ.. on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points and places in New Himp. 
shire. Connecticut, Massachusetts. NY* 
Jersey. New York, and Philadelphia, Pa.. 
Russell B. Cumctt, 36 Circuit Drttt. 
Edgewood Station. Providence, RL 
02905, representative for applicant* 
No. MC-FC-67753. By order of April 
20. 1965, the Transfer Board approved 
the transfer to McOllTen Milk Delivery, 
Inc., Vincennes. Ind., of the operating 
lights In Certificate No MC-124379 U- 
sued February 21, 1963, to Webster 
McGIffen, doing business as Milk Debt, 
ery Service, Vincennes, Ind., authartmf 
the transportation, over irregular rotito. 
of: Dairy products, as described In Sec¬ 
tion B of Appendix l to the report fc 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi¬ 
cates. 61 M.C.C. 209 (except poutaj. 
dead, dressed, and rabbits, dfsdh sod 
milk or cream mixtures, liquid dieU-T 
foods, fruit segments, ice cream nil 
orange juice, fruit Juice drinks, and cot¬ 
tage cheese, in containers, between Laa!** 
ville, Ky.. and specified points and am-* 
in Illinois and Indiana. Robert W. 

409 Chamber of Commerce Buixlai. 
Indianapolis. Ind., 46204. attorney W 
applicants. ^ . Arrfl 

No. MC-FC—67754. By order of Aprt 
20. 1965, the Transfer Board approj® 
the transfer to Ores on-WasMflfW 
Transfer & Storage. Inc., Seattle, * 
of a portion of the operating rentt 
Certificate No. MC-30023. issued Jegun 
20. 1964. to A. H. Spear and T. J. Bin 
a partnership, doing business ** 
Transfer & Storage Co.. SeatUe, w_-; 
authorizing the transportation. 
regular routes, of: Household 
tween Seattle. Wash , and 
Oreg. George R. LaBL^onierc. 
tral Building, Seattle. Wash.. 981W. 
tomey for applicants 

TsealI Bertha F Am® 

l8KALJ Actino Secret#* 

IP.R. Doc. 6S-M02: Filed. A P r * ** 
8:46 »n> I 
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Know Your Government 

The United States Government Organization Manual is the 
official guide to the functions of the Federal Government. 

$ 1-75 

JL per copy. Popes bound/ with chart* 


Order from 
Superintendent of 


Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office/ Washington, D.C., 2040^ 
































